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A.T the last ordinary session of the General Stnod of the 
Reformed Dutch Church, when the case of a man who had 
married his sister in law was brought up from a lower judica- 
tory; the consideration of the question, which that case sug- 
gested, was postponed, and I was requested to state the ar- 
guments and ascertain the sentiments of the Reformed 
ChuRh respecting the illegitimacy of such a connubial con- 
section. 

The subject, in itself, has nothing to recommend it, either 
to the writer or the reader. But the honour of religion, the 
purity of the church, and the welfare of the community, 
which are all implicated in the decision of the question, ren- 
der it very interesting and highly worthy of discussion. A 
fervent desire to vindicate these, and a cheerful willingness 
to meet the wishes of my beloved brethren, have conquered 
my reluctance, and finally induced me to prepare what is now 
offered to the public. 

The incessant pressure of official duties, during the week» 
devoted to this work, afforded nothing more than interrupted 
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intervals^ and bas restricted the disquisition to narrower lim- 
its than it deserved. More could be readily suggested, and 
the ^principles and inferences might have been advanced 
and urged with greater precision and energy. Yet the 
truth is established by sufficient arguments. A matrimonial 
connection with a sister in law, whether the wife of a deceas- 
ed brother, or the sister of a deceased wife, which last is here 
more particularly the object of inquiry, is proved to be in- 
cestuous; not merely an approach to incest, or a slight spe- 
cies of that abominable crime ; but gross incest of the high- 
est grade ; a prohibited connection in the nearest collateral 
degree. — The Documents annexed, will give ample informa- 
tion respecting the rules and canons of the Church. 

This Dissertation, perhaps tlie last pledge of my love and 
attachment to the Church, is now, with great respect and sin- 
cere affection, presented to the General Synod. It ear- 
nestly solicits the approbation and patronage of the respect- 
ive members ; and confidently anticipates beneGcial, season- 
, able and permanent consequences. 

If, without presumption, the words of an aged Apostle 
might be adopted, I would humbly say : ^' I have no greater 
joy than to hear that my children walk in the truth." If 
those who heretofore cordially united with me, many have 
entered into rest, their eyes are closed to this worW, and the 



Church can no more profit by their labours. Tet being ^- 
\y persuaded that they who remain are upright and intrepid 
in the service of their divine Master, and will also cordially 
receive, in the same spirit of meekness and love, whal is here 
offered ; I have been encouraged thus publicly to vindicate 
the truth. That it may please the Lord to preserve his 
Church inviolate, protect the morals of the Nation, and render 
all ^' who are on the Lord's side" zealous defenders of his 
law, and faithful wituesseAr their God, is the fervent pray- 
er of 

JOHN H. LIVINGSTON. 
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DISSERTATION 






SECTION I. 



MARRIAGE. 



Marriage is a divine institution constituting an 
union between one man and one woman. It was 
ordained for obtaining a legitimate increase of the 
human family; for providing mutual help and com- 
fort ; and for preventing uncleanness. 

To the adorable Cr^tor it necessarily and exclu- 
sively appertained to determine in what way, or by 
what means, he would introduce mankind into exbt-. 
ence. An immediate act of omnipotence, might 
have produced every individual, without any direct 
relation or natural subordination to any other. But 
it pleased him^ that all should spring from one 
source, and thus be all of one blood. To accom* 
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plish this mysterious purpose, it became indispensa- 
bly requisite to ascertain the manner in which a 
legitimate generation should proceed ; and establish 
that rule for its attainment, which would redound 
most to his glory, and be productive of the great- 
est happiness and dignity of the human race. These 
high and interesting ends have been attained by the 
institution of marriage. 

An ordinance replete with such benefits, could 
never have been investigated by man, or rendered 
efficient by human authority. None but the blessed 
Maker and Governor of tlie world, was competent 
to devise an adequate expedient for forming new 
and endearing relations; to imjft'ess a prevailing bias 
in its favour ; or enforce universal submission. 

« 
* ■ 

Marriage is a benevolent institution ; benign in 
its principles, beneficial in its consequences, and the 
source of blessings and comforts, when rightly im- 
proved, which cannot, by any other means, be possi- 
bly realised. It insures a pure offspring and raises 
families; it alleviates cares and protects from 
temptations ; it produces an aflfectiohate commuu- 
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ioD and affords contentment and happiness^ without 
the collision of separate interests. 

It is an acceptable institution and universally 
adopted. The sacred ordinance has forever remain* 
cd in force, and been received with veneration and 
gratitude. In every age and in all nations it has 
prevailed, and wiH continue to the end of the world. 
Both sexes have chej^rfuUy submitted to it ; they 

^idways have and always will be '^ marrying and giv- 

' ." . . ' . ■- 

^g in marriage." 



.■f 



It b as honourable as it is benevolent and accept-^ 

able. The propa^tion of mankind, and the first 

'"i ■"' . • ■ * 

principles of society are hereby established upon a 

respectable and virtuous basis ; and human nature 

is dignified by the prohibidon of promiscuous and 

uidawful cohabitation. 

God honours marriage. ^^ The Lord God said 
it is not good that the man should be alone, I virill 
make him a help meet for him— *and the rib which 
the Lord haH taken from man, made he a wo* 
man, and brought her unto the man — so God cre- 
ated man in fais pwn image^ male and female created 
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he them ; and God blessed them, and God said un- 
to them, be fruitful and multiply, and replenish the 
earth,'* Gen, ii. Gen. i. The divine Redeemer 
honoured marriage with his presence, and crowned it 
with his approbation and benediction, by a beginning 
of miracles in Cana of Galilee, where he manifest* 
ed his glory, John, ii, — la his discourses upoa 
the sublime doctrines and sacred precqpts of his 
kingdom, he frequently condescended 1^ notice 
marriage as an ordinance of tb^ highest importance 

to mankind, and to the interests. of religion upithe. 
world. He confirmed its divine origin ; defended 
its purity ; and by establishing the perpetual obliga- 
tion of the moral law and explaining its extent, he 
ret^ned, in their full authority and force, the precepts 
against incest and adultery. . 



1 • 
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The Ch ITR c H honours jparriage. Voder the db- 
pensation of the Old Testament, the^ institution was 
venerated and every violation of it severely punish- 
ed. Under the New Testament, marriage is declar- 
ed "to be honourable in all, and the bed undefiled, 
while whoremongers and adulterers God will judge,'' 
Heb. xiii- 4. The Apostles expressly recognise the 
ordinance; they enforce the laws by which it is pro-^ 
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tected ; and often inculcate the reciprocal duties of 
man and wife, as essential to the welfare of society 
and the honour of religion. 

The WORLD has always honoured marriage, and 
considered it as the fountain of social comfort and 
prosperity. All the civilized governments on earth, 
both ancient and modem, have taken it under their 
immediate protection. They have made it a prom- 
ineht article in their civil codes, and enacted laws to 
ascertain with precision what constituted a lawful 
marriage, and ;what determined a legitimate off- 
spring. Even tbe^ most batbsd^dus nations have re- 
ceived the ipstittition, and were never without 
some laws, which, although not written, were well 
known and defined by maxims and customs, where- 
by the interests of husband and wife were rendered 
secure, and it became criminal for strangers to inter- 
rupt or violate them. 

But among the properties essential to marriage, 
the creation of an union, whereby two persons, who 
were previo^sly strangers, become oke, is the most 
sipgular. As this is the source of affinity, and the 
basis upon wluch our conclusions in the discussion 
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of the present question principally depend^ it claims 
particular attention. 

Two extremes are here to be avoided. The un- 
ion, whatever it may be, must not be so far exag- 
gerated, as to absorb personal identity, or change the 
moral responsibility of the individuals. The for* 
tvfir involves a contradiction, and the lattor is eqtial- 
ly absurd. But on the other part^ it must not be re- 
duced to a mere metaphorical term, expressive of 
nothing more than a community of affections^ caresj^ 
and interests, or at most, a federal compact* 



? -.' 



Mankind are united by many c^erent bonds. 
They all partake of the same nature, and thus far 
they are all one. In societies connections are form- 
ed of every description, and an union^ as &r as it 
respects the objects of such associations, is thereby 
produced. By covenants also, persons unite in va- 
rious ways, and for different purposes. But there 
is no union effected by any or all of these, that can 
produce such an essential change, or fix a source of 
new relations similar to that which marriage creates. 
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Civilians, who view marriage simply as it respects 
^ociety and aflfects the rights of citizens, content 
themselves vnih considering it as only a civil con- 
tract ; and define it to be ^^a covenant made between 
a man and a woman, in which they mutually prom- 
ise cohabitation, and a continual care to promote 
the comfort and happiness of each other." This 
nay be proper and sufficient for civilians ; yet reli- 
gion gives a more exalted view of the instituticftu 
It admits such' a covenant, but inculcates something 
more than by any covenant can be effected, while it 
(predicates an union, so complete, that those who 
were formerly two are now no longer twain but 

OVE. 

■V ■ . ■ 

The sacred scriptures, froni whence we derive our 
only infiiUible information respecting divine ordh* 
nances, teach us: 

1. That the union produced by marriage is not 
merely nominal, but real and perfect. It consti- 
tutes what unerring wisdom denominates, without 
reserve, to be one, and designates it by the strong)- 
est terms language can express. " This now b 
bone of my bones, and flesh of ht flesh, there- 
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fore shall a man leave his father and his mother, and 
shall cleave unto his wife, and they shall be one 
FLESH," Gen. ii, 23, 24. Again, **they twain 
shall be one <flesh," Matt. xix. 5. And again^ 
"so ought men to love their wives as their own 
BODIES. He that loveth his wife, loveth him* 
SELF — they two shall be one flesh," Eph. v. 
28, 31.* If these tfnns have any meaning, worthy 
cH divine inspiration, they indicate that, consistent 
with distinct personal identity, and individual re- 
sponsibility, there is, if not a physical, still at least 
a moral uAion produced. And whether, in a certain 
respect, both are not comprehended^, we, most assur- 
edly, are not competent to decide.' 

'■ ' •*. 

2. That it is an union which constitutes a root or 

centre of new relations and kindred* ' The parties 
stand no longer separate, but their mutual relatives, 
as it regards the married persons, are completely 
' blended and consolidated. 

3. That it is an union which renders the com- 
munion of bodies le^timate and honourable ; or, 



* VidimuB hie duo non pluribus opponi, Bed unl Ante foedus matrimonii 
doo erant, postea pro uno camentar legis loterpretatioDe.^GBorius^ 
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as the Apostle delicately expresses it^ "The wife 
hath not power of her own body, but the husband ; 
and likewise also the husband hath not power of his 
own bodv, but the wife," 1 Cor. vii. 4. — Nulla arc- 
•tior amicitia quam mariti et uxoris, quae comrau- 
nionem requirit afiectuum, corporis, prolis, vitae 
denique totius, — Eadem locutio de communione 
CORPORIS usurpatur a Paulo^ ubi de scorto agit, 
1 Cor. vi. 16. Sed nimirum qui scorto se miscet, 
ea utitur pro uxor£. 

4. That it is a mysterious union.* — There is a 
mystery in all the works and institutions of God. 
The means .and subordinate ends, which he in his 
infinite wisdom adopts to accomplish his vast de- 
sighs, cannot by finite minds be fully comprehend- 
ed. This is exemplified, with respect to the article 
now before us, in the fifth chapter of the epistle to 
the Ephesians. The Apostle in his exhortation to 
husbands and wives to fulfil their reciprocal duties, 
exhibits the union produced by marriage, as a type * 
of the union of Christ with his church ; and closes 



* Magna est coigiinctio inter parentesetliberos, cumliberi quasi para sint pa- 
rentum; attamen major ex mstitutodivino. inter coqjusei, non ti«e mtitica lij- 
ikificatibne. — Grotins in Math. cap. zix. 

3 
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the subject with a solemn inference: this is a 
GREAT MYSTERY. SoHie refer this mvstery wholly to 
marriage. But the words which immediately follow, 
ascertain the object to which he primarily alludes ; 
"I speak concerning Chrbt and the church.'^* 

The UNION between Christ and the Church is 
mysterious* It c^oiprehends something which b 
covered or hidden^ as the term signifies. It is 
known to exist, and his people glory in it, as an in- 
estimable benefit of the covenant of grace, and the 
highest honor that can be conferred upon creatures. 
But what the essential nature and extent of this unioa 
are, or what it fully comprises, is to them a great 
mystery. 



* The vulgait traiulatioD has improperly rendered the original word by the 
term sacramKnJtmn^ which suggested the idea to the Church of Rome, that mar- 
riage was a iocramad} and they accordingly introduced it as one, among the five 
sacraments they have arbitrarily fabricated. But it has none of the propertitf 
peculiar to a sacrament. It is common to the whole world, and not restricted 
to the Christian Church -—This singular construction of marriage, furnishcf 
among many others, a palpable contradiction in the creed of the Cathqlicki. 
They extol marriage as an institution so sacred and dirine, that it must be receiv- 
ed and consummated as a holy sacrament ; and yet reproach it as the filthy worlct 
of the flesh, indecent, and improper for such as profess extraordinary piety, and 
wholly forbidden to those who are devoted to the oflSces of the Church. 
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Every believer is united to Christ, This 
is no metaphor; nor is it merely an union by 
covenant, by mutual affection, or common interest. 
It is actual and real. As the branches are really unit-* 
ed te the vine^ and the members are really united to 
the head, so all the children of God are really unit- 
ed to their Saviour. — The reality of this union with 
Christ, is the basis upon which^s representation of 
them as their surety, and the imputation of his righ- 
teousness to them for their justification, necessarily 
rest.— Upon this also their spiritual life, their sane- 
tification, and perseverance in grace, wholly depend. 

There is as truly and essentially an union between 
the LAST AS^ and every one of his redeemed fa- 
mily, as there is between the first Adam and all 
his posterity ; but it is not produced in the same 
way. The bond of union with the first Adam is 
natural propagation^ the bond of union with the last, 
is his Spirit. ^' The last Adam is a quickening spi- 
rit," 1 Cor. XV. 45. The spirit of Christ dwells 
and abides in all believers. This makes them alive, 
and constitutes them one with him. *'He that is 
joined to the Lord is one spirit."—" I will put my 
spirit within you," Ezek. xxxvi. 37.— "If any 
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man have not the spirit of Christ, he is none of his," 
Rom. viiL 9. — " Ye are the temple of God, and the 
spirit of God dweUeth in you," 1 Car. iii. 16. — 
" The spirit of glory and of God resteth upon you," 
1 Pet. iv. 14.—" We live m the spirit," GaL v. 25. 
-—This our precious Jesus himself confirms, in his 
intercession, John xviL 21. 23. " That they all 
may be one, as thovFather art in me, and I in thee, 
that they also may be one in us. Iinthek, andthou 
in me, that they also maybe made perfect in one." 
Receiving his spirit, and quickened by his divine 
influence, they become united to Christ; they receive 
the gift of faith, Eph. ii. 1. 8 : they believe and 
adore, they love and obey. Thus "Christ liveth 
IK THEM, and the life they live in (he flesh, they 
Uve by the feith of the Son of God," Gat. ii. 20. 
« Their life is hid with Christ in God," Cohs. 
m. 3. 

As the union of -the Son of God, the second per* 
son in the holy Trinity, to our human nature, ^' God 
manifest in the flesh," is pronounced the ** great 
mystery of godliness," 1 Tim. iii. 15 : so his union 
to his church, by which every living member is 
made oirs with the living head, is another mystery. 
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and with propriety is also called great. This is the 
mystery which distinguishes the living from the 
dead ; which draws the line of separation between 
real and merely nominal christians; which deter- 
mines the relation upon which the christian religion 
is founded, and fixes the essential criterion wherein 
it differs from the religion of nature. 

The example of the apostle, in the passage before 
us, must suggest an apology for this digression. 
But what has been mentioned is not wholly foreign 
to our subject. Let those who are acquainted with 
the style of scripture, and are capable of estimating 
the analogy which subsists between a type and its 
antitype, dclfermine; whether, admitting that the 
apostle calls the latter a great mystery, he does not 
thereby imply that the former, in a certain d^;ree, 
is mysterious also.* 



* The learned Cudwobth wrote an excellent et lay upon marriage, at a myg- 
terious type of Christ and his church, agreeably to the doctrine of the apostle, 
Eph. V. This essay is translated into latin, and enriched with notes by the 
celebrated Moshkim. The reader will find it in the principal work of Mosheini, 
comprised in two vols, folio. A work highly esteemed in Europe, but of which 
probably there are few copies with us. For the information of those who 
wishtopossess it, the title is added : R. Cuoworthii SritiMA Intxllictualb 
LaXxM vcrUt Joannis Lao&x.n : Mosusmcs. 
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What then is marriage ? It is a divine institution 
which honours and dignifies, defends and consoles the 
human family — which raises men above the brutes, 
and preserves them from pernicious passions — pro« 
videsfor the identity, education and prosperity of eve- 
ry succeeding generation — divides the cares, increases 
the comforts, and cements society by the most pre- 
cious and perpetual ti^s. — And, what distinguishes 
this institution from all others, is, that it produces 
an unwitj whereby two persons become one — not 
merely as to legitimate commerce, but one in regard 
to themselves, and the new relations thereby formed 
with others. God pronounces them one. Men 
account them one. They consider themselves to be 
one. So completely are they one, that the respect, 
ive relatives and families are constituted equally near 
of kin to both husband and wife. 

Hail wedded love, hystbrious law, true sparce 

Of humao offspring, sole propriety 

Id Paradise, of all things common else; 

By tbee adulterous lust was driven from men, 

Among the bestial herds to range ; by thee 

Founded in reason, loyal, just and pure, 

Relations dear, and all the charities 

Of father, son, and brother, first were knowOi 

Perpetual fountain of domestic sweets, 

Whoie bed is undefilM and chaste proaoaQc*i; 
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"The law of marriage is positive. No gene- 
ral principle can of itself^ establish with a binding 
force upon the conscience, the doctrine that the 
conjugal union is, in all cases, to subsist between 
one man and one woman only ; and, with the ex- 
ception of conjugal infidelity, is to last during the 
joint lives of the parties. Nothing but a divine in' 
stitution could subject them to this condition : no- 
thing but a divine revelation communicated the 
knowledge of it/'^ In every question, therefore, 
which regards the parties who may lawfully many, 
no maxims or cwitoms sanctioned among men, nor 
any dispensations of civil or ecclesiastical govern- 

* ■ 

ments, can ever be admitted. The divine law has 
fixed the standard, and must decide the inquiry. 
God himself is the judge. " To the law and to the 
testimony" is the only appeal. 

An institution so venerable in its origin, so inte- 
resting in its consequences and valuable to the hu- 
man family, has an imperious claim upon the pro- 



* Sec a hr^f inquiry into the lanfulruss qf marrying a deeensed jv\fe^t sister j ia 
the CHRisf ian'8 Maoazink, vol. 4. page 80. &c. The aathor of that inquiry 
understood the subject ; and had the limited pages of a periodical publication 
permitted him to trace the question to its first principles, he would have iS" 
perceded the neceisity of any farther discuirion. 
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tection of society, and the care of the church. Eve- 
ry good citizen, every sincere christian, and every 

faithful minister of the gospel, must esteem it his 
duty, to prevent an ordinance, recommended by 
such high considerations, from being prostrated and 
defiled. — To prevent its pollution by prohibited co- 
habitation, is the object of this dissertation. But, 
previous to an immediate inquiry upon that subject, 
it will be expedient to refer to the principles of af- 
finity, and contemplate the evil of incest ; to mark 
the distinctions of laws, and illustrate the manner in 
which moral precepts arc introduced into the Mosaic 
code. 
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SECTION II. 



AFFINITY. 
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A RELATION is the respect or coilneetioh which' 
two or more things have to each other. When the 
term is applied to kindredy it denotes the connection' 
which subsists between persons, in consequence of ' 
A^lr mutual respect to the same family^ A de*;'- 
GR££ in the relation of kinsmen, expresses the in-^* 
terval by which the proximiiy or remoteness of such 
a relation is ascertained. The degree is computed 
agreeably to the respective steps, by which a remov- 
al is made from a common ancestor, and is calculat- 
ed conformably to what is called the lineal, or the 
collateral branthes. There are two sources of kin- 
dred or relation. One is denominated eansanffuimtyf 
the other affinity. 

CovaAKGViKiTY refers to a relation in blood, 
or a relation produced by descent from the same pro- 
genitor. The lineal descent is that which subsists 

4 
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between persons descending in a direct line from 
parents to their children downwards ; or ascending^' 
from parents to grand parents upwards, in both di- 
rections in infinitum. The collateral line diflfera^ 
from the direct, in that the relatives do not descend 
the one from the other. The primary degrees in these 
comprise, brothers and sisters, uncles and aunts, 
nephews and nieces^ Collateral kinsmen s[Mring: 
from one common ancestor, who is the stirps or 
stipeSf the root or stock, from whence these Felatipnt* 
have branched ; but they do not immediately de* 
pend the one upon the other. The nearness or dia* 
tance of relation in the coUaterfiU ,}ine is therefoife^ 

calculated by the degrees or interval between them 
and their s^ame progenitor. This fprms what i» 
cabled by civilians the '^ vinculum personarao^ abr 
codem stipite descendentium." The scale cur utcptt. 
agre^ly to which the degrees of relation «i!e com-^ 
p^ted, are too well known to need ai?^ reference Qtr» 
enumeration. ^< 

1 

Afpinity is a relation produced by marriage. 
It originates m the union which God has establish* 
ed between husband and wife ; and refers primarily^ 
to the degree of kindred contracted by the husband to 
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the rdativW c>f his wife, and by the wife to those of 
her husband* In this sense it is distinguished from 
consanguinity or relation by blood. The term af- 
jimty is derived from the two latin words ad to, and 
FiKis an ttid or boundary ; because two families 
by intermarriage, not only approach to, but come 
within the boundaries of each othfer. Agreeably to 
the maxim in law ; quod duae cognationes per nup* 
tia^ eopuhntufy et altera ad alterius cognationis 
iriNEH accedit. 

The PROPERTIES of affinity are obvious. An at- 
tention to them will illustmte the subject. 

1. Affinity constitutes a real relation. It is 
n<it merely nominal, or a matter of courtesy, but z 
relation firm, legal and perfect. It is recognised 
by God in his law, as suehy and the nearness of kin, 
or degree <rf relation, as it respects the husband and 
wife, is as sacred in affinity as in consanguinity. If 
this be not the result of marriage, the union is no- 
thing, it is a word without any meaning. Upon 
this principle, affinity enters into the &t of prohi- 
bitions as fully dnd Expressly ais cotisanguinity, and 
without any Ime of difference bettveeii them. • ' "' 
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To Ais property sufficient attention spears not to 
have been generally bestowed. The very stsibement 
of the question, v»hich has become popular and i^ al- 
ways adopted : whether a man may marry the. sis- 
ter OF HIS DECEASED WIFE? is a proof that the 
principle of affinity is not well understood, or, at 
least, not duly appreciated. Whether the question 
be thus worded with a design to hide the whole 
truth, or only through inadvertency, it is certain- 
ly calculated to mislead the public mind, and 
insinuate, that the woman in question was near 
of kin to the deceased wife^ but that she sustains no 
relation at all to the husband; which is mostassured* 
ly false, for she is very near of kin to him. It is true 
she is not related to him in blood, and so the step 
mother, daughter in law, and uncle's wife are nctf 
related in blood, yet they are related in affinity, they 
are near of kin, they arc prohibited relatives.~.It is 
true, she is tl^ sister of the deceased wifej but it is 
also true that she is the sister of tte husBand, As 
with other relatives, so here, there are sisters by 
•blood, and sisters by affinity; both are really 
SISTERS, and they are both, by the divine law es- 
tablished and declared to be such. The husband is 
therefore newly related to that woman. She is not 
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onljr the risfeerof the deceased «t^, but she is also 
in truth his sister. The law oi God has constituted 
her HIS SISTER. The question then ought to be 
stated'; ^'whether it be lawful for a man to many 
HIS sisTEB, hj whatever principle or bond she 
may have become his sister?" but such an honest 
and candid phraseology would anticipate a denial too 
prompt and speedy to please those who are interest* 
ed or prejudiced in &vour of a contrary decision* 

3, AflSinity is extensive. It creates the same 
kindred between the husband and all the relations by 
consanguinity or affinity of his wife, and between 
the wUe and all the relations by consanguinity gv af- 
fimty of her husband. In conisequence of this, the 
parents of the husband are brought into the relation 
of parents to the wife, and her parents are so to him. 
His brothers and sisters are become the brothers and 
sisters of his wife, and her brothers and sisters are 
his, and thus all the branches mutually in the idirect 
aiid collateral line. Hence it b, that all who are 
prohibited by consanguinity in the direct line down- 
wards or upwards, and all in the 4X>llateral line, as 
brothers or sisters, uncles or aunt% nephews or nie- 
ces, are equally forbidden in affiniU/y upon both 
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sides. With none of these may either of the mar- 
ried parties, after the death of the other, cohabit 
or marry, any more than with the »me relatives ia 
blood. The man therefore who manries the sister 
of his deceased wife is as much guilty of incest, . as 
if he had married his own sister by blood : for the 
sister of the deceased wife has, by his antecedent 
marriage, become his own sister^ and is declared to 
be such by the law of God. 

" The marriage of a. wife's sister is, in the eyes of 
God, the very same with the marriage df one's owu 
sbter. When a man marries a woman, * they arc 
no more twain,' says God, * but one flesh :' how ? 
not literally : for their persons are as distinct as 
ever. Not with respect to their blood relations : 
they were that before their marriage. But yet by 
this marriage, they are made one flesh. The flesh . 
of the husband and wife being thus identified, th^ 
stand in the same relation to each other's sisters and 
brothers as to their own: i. e. as to the lawfulness 
of connubial intercourse. So that it' is quite as 
agreeable to the divine law for a man to marry hi^ 
own sister^ as to marry a sister of his wife.''^ 

^ Christian's Magazine, loc. cit. 
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** By marriage the husband and wife are one per. 
son in law. Upon this principle of an union of 
person in husband and wife, depend almost all the 
legal rights, duties and disabilities, that either of 
them acquire by the marriage. — ^The same degrees 
by affinity arc prohibited^ Affinity always arises by 
the marriage of one of the parties so related. As a 
husband is related by affinity to all the eansanguinei 
of his wife, and, vice versa the wife to all the hus- 
band's consanguinei : for the husband and wife being 
considered ene flesh, those who are related to the 
one by blood, are related to the other by affinity. 
Therefdit a man after his wife's death cannot marry 
her sister, aunt, or niece."* 

Whether the prohibited degrees be computed by 
the scale of the canon or the civil law, the result is 
the same. Every man of conunon understanding 
wiU confess, that the sister of a wife is, at least, one 
degree nearer to the husband, than the aunt, and two 
d^^rees nearer than the niece. If God forbids him 
to marry the aunt or niece, because they are too 
near of kin, it is beyond all dispute, that he forbids 

* BlarkgtoDe'f Com. bode I. chap. \5, and note. 
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him to many the sister, who is much nearer of 
kin than either of the former. 

3. The relation produced by marriage is PECir- 
LiAR. It affects* the husband and wife alone, and 
does not, as such, create My new relations between 
their respective relatives; agreeably to the adage, 
ajinis met affinis non est affinis rneiu. 

4. As the relation created by marriage arises from 
the union established by God himself, and is there- 
fore real and legal, so it is permanent and in- 
dissoluble. The nearness of kin which aflBinify 
has formed will never cease. The death of either 
of the parties cannot cancel the kindred, or cause 
any change in the degree of relation. This duration 
proceeds from the very principle of affinity, as well 
as from the express decliaration of the divine law, 
and it is consonant with the universal consent and 
language of all nations. The step-mother remains 
a mother, after the death of the father, as much as 
in his life time ; the wife of a son, after his decease^ 
is still a daughter ; the sister of a wife, continues to 
be a sister, after the death of the wife, exactly as 
she was before; the wife of the uncle, after his 
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death, ia still an aunt, and witl be so as long as she 
lives. All these are sacred and forbidden in mar- 
riage. The degrees of kindred arc unalterable. 
They remain in their whole extent, the same they 
were before. Such persons may never be approach- 
ed for cohabitation. The maxim admits of no con- 
troversy : any person with whom, at any time, it 
would have been incest to cohabit, will forever 
remain forbidden. No circumstance can obliterate 
the relation. Every marriage with such is always 
incest. 

How men of discernment and candour can per- 
mit themselves to hesitate in the case of a sister by 
affinity, when they admit the relation and prohibi- 
tion to extend to others by affinity, is truly aston- 
ishing. To assert that the sister may be exempted, 
when those who are more distant, are acknowledged 
to be too near of kin, can never be sustained by any 
rational argument. — It will be seen, when we explain 
the law of prohibitions, that it avails . nothing to 
search for ambiguity in the letter of the precept ; it 
is explicit, intelligible and decisive. Had even the 
divine law been altogether silent upon that particu* 
lar case, and the sister in law not mentioned at all, it 
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would still be sufficiently and fully implied. The 
question is unequivocally determined by the prin- 
ciple OF AFFINITT. 



SECTION III. 



INCEST. 



Incest is an unnatural and criminal cohabitation 
of persons within prohibited degrees of kindred.* 

God forbids incest and has mercifully implanted 
in the human heart an abhorrence of this crime, and 
thereby banished every sexual propensity tovyard 
those who are near of kin. Were it not for this ; 
was that propensity felt or indulged in the familiar 
intercourse of domestic life, it would prove injurious 
to virtue, and dangerous to the welfare and happii- 
ness of the community. 

Incest is condemned by the whole world. The 
estimate of its criminality appears to be independent 



* The indifierence with which the crime of incest appears to be considered, 
and the low standard of Christian morals, at the present day, render it proper to 
enlarge upon this subgect, beyond what at first view plight perhaps be thought 
necessary. Truths, generally acknowledged and taken for granted, do not alwayi 
soflfcientiy impress the public mi^d. 
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upon custom, education or profession. The mind 
revolts at the transaction, as contrary to all order in 
society ; and pronounces it to be indecent and filthy 
••-infamous and wicked— an offence which cruelly 
invades the sacred recesses of families and endangers 
the purity of the most protected members. 

It is a crime not only punishable in civil society ; 
but a sin which will bring down the judgments of 
God upon any land, where it is tolerated and prac- 
tised-— that very sin which served to fill the cup of 
the Amorites, and render them obnoxious to exter- 
mination,.* 



«■ ** Ineeet id the first class of tliose ana which mftVe fi laad Biouro, and brias 
the wrath of God on the children of disobedience. — Whether it be lawful for a 
snantbmany his wifc^s sister, is doobtless a ^estion of great magnitade, of bigb 
and general concern. —A question in which every person is deeply interested^ 
lest by such a marriage he should involve himself in great guilt, live aoourse c»f 
gross wickedness, and bring on himself and others the vengeance of Almigh^ 
God. Fandliu are no less interested than iiidividoals ; because if the marriage 
of such a relative be incest, they become, by this means, guilty and exposed to 
the curse of God. Ministers of the gospel are deeply concerned in it, as they are 
■et to keep the doors of God's house, and to make a difference between the deaa 
and the unclean, the holy and the profane. If the marriage connection with a 
wife's sister be incest, they are not only under indispensable obligations to avoid 
it themselves ; but to bear a united, firm and decided testimony against it. — The 
Churckts of Christ are greatly concerned in the question, lest they become cod- 
taminated by sueli incestuous persons, and bring on themselves the diviue abhor* 
rence and curse. Pastors and clnirches are called immediate^ to aet relative to 
them. It highly concei ns them to know and do their duty. As commuhitiei are 
composed of individuals and fomilies, so, as they are corrupted and become eqXM- 
ed to divine judgments, the great body becomet corrapt and exposed to the jndg- 
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Incest is a disgrace to marriage and pollutes the 
institution. The incestuous parties ate forbidden 
to enter into that holy state. They are not, they can- 
not be married. The fcwm, with respect to them, is 
void. Jt is no marriage. Their cohabitation is a 
continual fornication, with the aggravated guilt of 
prohibited commerce. What is wicked in the first 
instance cannot by repetition become innocent. 
What is accursed of God in the commencement can 
never become less criminal or obtain the diione ap- 
probation and blessing, by habitual indulgence. 

" In order to preserve chastity in families, and be- 
tween persons of different sexes brought up and 
living together in a state of unreserved intimacy, it 
is necessary by every method possible, to inculcate 
an abhorrence of incestuous conjunctions; whioh 
abhorrence can only be upheld by the absolute rep* 



ments of God. — ^Hour Iiighly interestiqg then, how practical, and of what general 
cooceni is this question ? How aerioasly ought it to be discussed, and with what 
imptrtiality ought all to attend to the subject P FVilly persuaded as I am of tiie 
unlawfulness of conju^l connections with a wife's sister, 1 am bound in duty, in 
tdre td Ood, to individuals, to the churches of Christ, and to the community in 
general, fully and fairly to cKscuss the subject, and to make my appeal to every 
caiulld reader, and to the public, with respect to the conclusiveness of the argu- 
ment^ — See an excellent^ Essay entitled, *^an appeal to ihepuiUe rdaUve to i&c 
iMarrfSUrms qf marrying a nift''s sister ^^^ by the Rev. Dr. B. Trumbull, page 3, 4. 
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robation of all commerce of the sexes between near 
relations. Upon this principle the marriage, as well 
as other cohabitation of brothers and sisters of lineal 
kindred, and of all, who usually live in the same fam- 
ily, may be said to be forbidden by the law of 
nature. Restrictions which extend to remoter 
degrees of kindred than what this reason makes it 
necessary to prohibit from intermarriage, are found- 
ed in the authority of the positive law which or- 
dains them.— The Levitical law, from which the 
rule of the Roman law differs very little, prohibits 
marriage between relations within three degrees of 
kindred ; computing the generations not from, but 
through the common ancestor, and accounting affi- 
nity the same as consanguinity."* 

If incest be a transgression, there must be aj&rm- 
pipk to which it refers; there must be a law which 
fixes the standard and designates the crime ; for 
where there is no law, there is no transgression. 
The principle to which it refers is the n£ARN£ss 
OF KINDRED .substisiug bctwecn the incestuous 
persons. The law which establishes the prohibi- 

* Patty's Mw, Phil. vol. 1. p. 316. 
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tion, and ascert^ns the degree of kindred, agreea- 
bly to which the crime is to be estimated, is the 
Law of God. The universal acknowledgment of 
this principle and law, will be sufficiently ascertain- 
ed, by observing how incest has always been view- 
ed by the Heathen, by Christians, and by Civil Gov- 
ernments. 

*' Many monuments of the declarations and con- 
duct of the ancient Heathsn, testify their atten- 
tion to the law which provides for the preservation 
of chastity and the integrity of marriage ; especial- 
ly what related to those forbidden lusts within which 
marriage is prohibited. This law was known and 
held sacred by all the nations of the world. — There 
were indeed a few exceptions, but whatever they 
were, they produced no argument against the deci- 
sion of reason ; nor ought any prejudice against the 
rights of human nature to arise from such depravi- 
ty. TheJiTLiAN LAW, which our civilians cele- 
brate, affords a sure testimony, that the ancient Ro - 
mans recognised the law of nature, and that by them, 
what respected marriage was held most sacred."* 

* ftytUmM Theolq|i«e QeDtilit puriorif. F. Phannerii. cap. zi. 24. 
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There were indeed ancient barbarians chargeable 
with incest, and perhaps some such are still to be' 
found. Strabo, Lucian, Curtius, Plutarch, and 
Justin mention savages who were infamous for this 
crime. Yet among more polished nations, it was 
always abhorred ; and as the Apostle asserts, 1 Cor, 
V. 1. there were species of that vice, not so much 
as named among the Gentiles. Euripides and 
others have recorded, as an exception against the 
universal detestation of incest among civilized peo- 
ple, that the ancient kings of Persia and Egypt were 
guilty of it ; but these authors expressly add, that 
"those kings indulged in it from a principle of 
pride, as they considered it beneath their dignity to 
marry a vassal or a stranger, and therefore connect-^ 
ed themselves with their own royal families." • Their 
subjects however, did not follow the base example 
of the monarchs. 

Suetonius and Tacitus mention a few other in- 
stances of the same kind at Rome, and stigmatize 
them with reproach and infamy. In Calig. Suet. 4. 

* 

24. — in Nerone. Suet. 6. 5. — in Claudio. Suet. 5. 
26. 43.-— ^» Aggripina. Tacitus Annal. 14. — But 
these cases are so far from being an evidence of the 
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prevailing sense of the worid in their favor, thit 
they prove directly the contrary ; since they are en* 
uoierated as instated and singular prodigies of im« 
morality. As well might it be said, that murder and 
the cruelties of tyrants were a proof that mankind 
did not esteem benevolence and mercy ; ot* that in- 
stances of theft, robberies and deceit were an indi« 
cation that honesty, truth and candour were not re« 
spected among men. 

The Mah^medans who indulge in polygamy, 
and are promised by their false Prophet a future state 
consisting chiefly in sensual enjoyments, are still 
shocked at the abominable crime of incest. Ma« 
hornet expressly forbids it. In the Alcoran, chap* 
ter iv. are these words: "Ye are forbidden to mar- 
ry your mothers, and your daughters, and your sis- 
ters, and your aunts, both on the father's and on the 
mother's side ; and your brother's daughters, and 
your sister's daugh^^rs, and your foster sisters, and 
your wives' mothers, and your daughters in law 
who are under tuition, and the wives of your sons ; 

smd ye are also forbidden to take to wife two sis- 

^ * - 

ters." — It is added by Al-Sharest, " turpissimum 

eorum qui faciebant Arabes, in tempore ignorantiae 

6 
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erat hoc, quod vir duos sorores duccret* The viL 
est deeds which the old Arabs did^ in the timeqf 
their ignorance^ was this^ that a man married two 
sisters.^^ 

. The Church of Christ has always viewed incest 
M aa heinous and detestable crime* Under the 
dispensation of the Old Testament, the enormity of 
this sin was deeply impressed upon the public mind, 
and always punished by cutting off, or excommuni* 
eating the offenders, and^ in some instances, by death. 
The .law was plain and absolute. No excuse or pa- 
liation would be admitted. — When John reproved 
Herod for taking the wife of his brother Philip, he 
expressed the prevailing sentiment,Q^ ,the Jews, as 
well as the direct language of the law of God. If 
Philip _, were then alive, which is not certain, (for 
Herod had two sons named Philip ; one was called 
Fhilip Herod, the, other Philifi Antipater*) it would 
have been adultery. But he. vm. guilty of a more 



* Verissimuiii est inter Berodu magni filios, qui novem fuere, duos appellatot 
fi^sse PhiKp^s':'Ka horum alterum, qui natus erat ex SimODis Pontificis filia^ 
dietuiii {fmaeJPfnHppwnHeroiem; quomodo et iste de qao haec oarrativ bistD- 
ria Antipaier aut Jntipes Herodes dicebatur ; atque isto addimento PhUippum 
taiOM minorem dittinetaiB ab altero msyore, qoifqidioBitidei Mi Tetr8rdi4«4# • 

Grotius. 
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heinous sin tiiaii adultery, and the intrepid Baptist ar- 
raig^s him^ not for adultery,^but for incest. ^< It is 
not lawfidfcr4h^eto have thy ba4>th£r's wije;" 
she is thy sister in law, she is too near oi kin, it is 
incest. Mark vi. 18. 

A case of incest occurred early under the 
Christian dispensation, and was immediately noticed 
and pumshed. The incestuous person, by the com- 
mand of the Apostle, and in the adorable name and 
authority of the Lord Jesus Christ was, without de- 
lay or remonstrance, instantly cast but and excom- 
municated from all the privileges of the Church. 1 
Cor. V. 3.5. 

The PRIMITIVE Christians were distinguish- 
ed for tiieir ardent 'jiiety and exemplary morals. So 
rigid were they and unconforming to the wicked 
maxims and licentious customs of the world, t£at 
ihey excited the astonishment and enmity of the 
Heathen among <fviiom they lived. In nolhing 
were they more remarkable than in their continence 
and chastity. If any of their communicm were 
chargeable witfi the appearance of immodest behav- 
iwr or imcleaunessy ik was noticed with horror and 
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bewailed as a dishonour to the 'Chrilkiait name. 
Among all the sins fluat fiointedly reprobated^. oifti^ 
terynmdirwesiwemiiMchitL \Ot \ht Jhrmfr somo 
instances ccx^urred, and the guilty personal were im* 
mediately cast out and disowned as infamous mem- 
bers* The latter crime was greatly abhorred, and 
the Church was always prepared, in the name of the 
laord Jesus Chriatfi to excommunicate any person, 
^hatever^might be his previous f^cputatkm or s^taod* 
sag. in th^ Church, who should be guilty of incest. 
But such waatbe universal detestation in which diat 
crime was held, even among^ the Heathen as well as 
amoi^ Christian^ Uiat hot a single instance of in- 
cest 4s recollected to be found, in the writings of 
the fethers, or the histories, of the priihitive centu- 
.ri^; at le93t not among those who were considered 
Qrdiodo9;in their doctrines. .:x^\ 

Miir. Fmlix puUiahtd a charge, which was 
made by the Heathen against the Christians, in 
which, they accused them af . promiscuous and in- 
cestuous lusts. But the charge was as malicious 
as'it wsii^idse. k was boldly and ably refuted by 
Tertuliaa^' Clemens ^ Ateyandrinus,0 Firmilianus, 
Adnnaaius^ Lastaiilia^^and Jpalin lidartyv.; . umljiw 
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CSiriatiaiw i^tre rindieated and proved to be inno- 
cent and* dear of that widkid imputation* Origen 
cast the blame of this scandalom charge upon the 
Jews, ..who, he said, had wilfully and spitefiitty in* 
vented it, to disgrace and prejudice Christ]anit)r. 
But £piphanius has mentioned a fact which most 
probably first suggested the accusation, although it 
did not JDBtify the Heathen ia falsely, and contrary 
to their own knomfledge, qiplying the crime to real 
Chri9tians. There were, he says, '' unixincipled 
.men who had made a profession of Christianity ; but 
not relishing the doctrines and especially the morals 
and conversation of believers^ which were too strict 
and kotf for them ; .they soon withdrew, while diey 
still retained the Christian name.'^ These, £pipha- 
nius enumerates as the followers of Simon Magus, 
Menander, Marckm, Basitides, &c. who were known 
by the general appellation of Gnostics* It was true, 
lie says, ^^ that these under the cover of a religious 
profeaavm, were guilty of the enormous crime of 
incestuous oc^bitaticm; and that they even jne. 
proached and ridiculed the pious and orthodox, 
JiHiom the fear and love of God restrained fiom such 
ans.'' Justin Martjnr also declares, that this was 
Hhip real and xmlyxite and fouadatioii of the perai- 
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cious accusation ; and Eusebius expresslf asserts y*- 
that from this circumsMance alone, the fooiish and 
wicked calumny originated, which the Heathen ad- 
versaries greedily seized upon and fiercely propagat- 
ed, to bring infamy and reproach upon the Chris- 
tian name.* 
• .' 

DvirfNG along and gloomy period, the genuine* 
religion of Jesus was prostrated, his faithful follow- 
ers persecuted, and a large portion of the Church, 
over which thle antichristiah Bishops of Rome exert- 
ed their usurped authority, * was deformed and ruin- 
ed. The kingdom of the divine Redeemer, which 
is not of this world, was debased and blende tf with 

the civil government ; the doctrines of the gospel 

» • • 

were corrupted ; and the spiritual ' w*orship of the 

sanctuary disgraced by unmeani^' ceremonies and 

ostentatious pageantry^ Yet amidst this wreck of 

truth and its inevitable Consequence, the prostration 

of pure morals, there were some primary principles 

which it was impossible to destroy. Among these 



^ A very intoreiting aceoant of the holy walk and ftrict morality of /be primi*' 
tire Christians may be found in Cave's primitive Christianity. Of their ami\~ 
menu in particular, the reader will meet with many affecting anecdotes in chap. V. 
of that book. 
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was the sentiment respecting incest. This sin was 
always condemned and execrated in the Church of 
Rome* The Popes indeed, with their blasphemous 
pretensions to authority and infallibility, and to meet 
the wishes of wicked princes, of whom they were 
afraidy pretended frequently to dispense with the law 

m 

of God, in this ardcle. But the public mind foreVer 
cherished an. abhorrence against it; and some men in 
the communion of that Church had the courage to 
denounce the crime, and deny the power of the 
Pope to grant a dispensation. 

At ihe dawning of the reformation, when learn- 
ing and religion began to revive ; in the close of the 
fifteenth and beginning of the sixteenth century, 
there were many pointed testimonies among the Ca« 
tholicks upon the subject of incest. When the 
question respecting the divorce of Henry VIII. from 
hb sister in law queen Catherine, agitated Europe ; 
the learned faculties of many universities, particn« 
larly in France, gave their solemn opinion in clear 
and decided terms.^ 



* The sentimeDtf of the Protfatant Churches mpeetiig the ^ptestioii before m, 
win be iotrodiiced ib aiother lectiM. 
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The &cul^ <^ the muversity of Paris declared : 
*<that, after frequent meetings in the Chureh of SU 
Mathtirin, and at the College of Sarbon, having 
most dHigedtly and consdentiously examined the aa- 
cred scriptures, widi the most approved expoutors^ 
together with the general and 9)modical decrpiss c£ 
tbfr councils of Uk: Church, estabhshed^ leceiyed, 
md approved hgr long usage; th^ do ^iiioanimously 
answer, assert, and determine, that a marriage with 
a sister in law, is^ equally prohibited by the law. of 
nature and of God ; and that the Pope carnioi grant 
a dispensation for such marriage." 

The faculty c^ the university of Boncmia say : 
<< we judge, declare and testify, and we affirm with^ 
out any hesitation, that such a marriage^ such nup« 
tials, and such coMeclions are horrible^ execrable^ 
detestable, and to a cbrisdan, and even to every 
heathen, whcrfly abominaUe* It is prohihited by 
the law of nature, and satiMCtioned by the severest 
penalties, both cbvine and bwttaie^} nor can the Fope^ 
upon any Consideration dispense widi the contractioii 
of such marriage," see Burnetts history of the re^ 
formafhn ^tht ChurA of England; . eoUectian qf 
refiordsand original papers^ infolioj vol. 1. page 89. 
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8cc. where tbese, and many ether documents of the 
same import, ai^ inserted^ intheir original language^ 

at large, "^ 

#■ 

These men were decided and unanimous in eon# 
demning tht abominable crime of incest, and pvti* 
cularly in reprobating that species of it, which is 
committed in marrying a sister^ in law. Tliey deni* 
ed the authority of the Pope to dispense »with the 
law of God, and considered it altc^^ether ^ttt of thd~ 
power of the Church to put a different construction 
upon the divine precept. Their intrepidity and 
honesty no doubt excited the indignation of theif 
Pontiff; but they expressed the sentiments which 
prevailed among, the best informed in the Church of 
Rome. 



» «: V* 



The light in which civri. goternhbnts have 
viewed incest appears from the laws enacted by thenx 
agsdnst it. From the Insutut€;s of Justinian, com- 
inonly called the PandiK^ or jus civile, it is certain { 
that inoem; m the Rirniaa JE^pire was considered a 
civil crim^ and severely punished*— -Among modem 
nations' it will suffice to mention : that by an ordi- 
nance^ of HoLtAiri)^ 1580» it wa^ enacted ''that 



. ** .. 
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no persons related in blood, or by affini^, within the 
forbidden degrees, shall be permitted to cohabit or 
be married, under the penalty of being declared in- 
famous, and subjected to corporal punishment and 
heavy fines, and, if they persevered in their crime, 
to banishment." In another ordinance, the forbid- 
den degrees are enumerated, and it is declared "that 
no man may marry the widow of his deceased broth- 
er, nor mat an'y woman marry the husband 

OF HSR DECEASED SISTER.'* 

I 

Incest and adultery were in Engl amtd made capi- 
tal crimes, in the year 1650. But at the restoration, 
those offences were left ia the coercion of the spirit- 
ual court, according to the rules of the canon law : 
yet the court of king's bench is still the custos mo- 
rum of the people, and has the superintendency of 
offences contra bonos 'mores.* — "Our Law con- 
siders marriage in no other light than as a civil con- 
tract. The holiness of the matrimomal state is left 
intirely to the ecclesiastical law; the temporal courts 
not having jurisdiction to eohsider unlawful marriage 
as a sin, but merely as a civil inconvenience. The 

* BlackiUmc*iCoin.book6. chap.4. OroffiaiDeiasBui«tGodindrdiSH»- 
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punishment therefore, or annulling of incestuous or 
other unscriptural marriages, is the province of the 
spiritual courts, which act, pro salute animae. — 
Among the disabilities which prevent persons from 
contracting marriage, are consanguinity, or relation 
by blood; and affinity, or relation by marriage. 
And those disabilities are all grounded upon the ex- 
press words of the divine law, or are consequences 
plainly deducible from thence : il therefore being 
sinful in the persons who labor under them, to at* 
tempt to contract matrimony together, they are pro- 
perly the object of the ecclesiastical magistrate's con 
ercion."* 

In the United States, the general Government 
has not passed any laws upon the subject. It be- 
longs to the respective States individually to protect 
the morals of their people ; and iii all these, incest is, 
by common law, an offence contra bonos mores, and 
in some of them, it is punishable by statute. But 
the principal dependence is placed in the Churches 
of every denomination, throughout the union. 
Government is assured that they will instruct and 

* Blackstone^g Com. book 1. chap. 15. 
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yvhtoh over the public mind ; and unitedly, guard 
against the first approach of principles and con. 
duct, which would contaminate the manners or 
prove a reproach to the community. Should the 
Churches become negligent and unfaithful, it will 
soon be found necessary, for the civil power more 
pointedly to interfiere. 

The precious liberty, both religious and civil, 
with which it has pleased God to bless and distin- 
guish the happy citizens of the United States, is un- 
derstood and appreciated by those who can duly es- 
timate its value ; and we trust, it will be faithfully 
preserved, by the virtuous portion of the communi- 
ty, and transmitted inviolate to the latest posterity. 
But liberty may be easily abused, and is often made 
an occasion to thejlesk. When the restraint of hu- 
man laws is relaxed or removed, the influence of the 
divine law is frequently found, with the unprinci- 
pled, to be feeble and insufficient. To no other 
source can be ascribed the scandalous marriage with 
a sister in law, which is shocking to every nation 
in Europe, but has with us been shamefully intro- 
duced, and begins to assume the attitude of defiance. 
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'^Righteousnessexalteth a nation; but sin is a re- 
proach to any people." Religion and morals arc in- 
separable; they stand w fall tether; and when 
both are prostrate, civil liberty will inevitably de- 
part. — ^But the . impending evil of incestuous mar- 
riages may yet be suppressed. The defection b in 
its incipient state. There are still many remaining 
who fear God and tremble at his word. Resistance, 
prompt and unequivocal, is practicable^ and will as- 
suredly prove successful* 

Frincipiis obita, sero medidiia paratur, 
Cum mala per longas iovaluere moras. 

Is incest forbidden by God ? Do the Heathen and 
Mahometans abhor it ? Has the Church, under both 
dispensations, always excommunicated incestuous 
persons ? Do the Papists execrate it ? And is it by 
the Civil Governments of all nations punished as an 
offence against society ? A.nd shall a sin so much 
detested and universally condemned, be lightly es" 
teemed by us ? sliall we consider it a small offence, 
a mere venial transgression ? Do any members of the 
Church, at this day, and especially any ministers of 
the Gospel, presume to patronise a marriage, which 
they themselves acknowledge approximates as near 
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to incest, as it is possible to approach ; and wluch^ 
whether they acknowledge it or not, has already, 
from the principles of affinity, been proved to be 
that very crime ? God forbid ! 

* • 

This is not a question of mere speculation and 

amusement, or of small and inconsiderable moment, 'l^ 
It respects the authority of the divine law and involves 
the most serious consequences. " Your glorying is 
not good;" these are the words of the Apostle, iii 
reference to this very sin, " your glorying is not 
good ; know ye not that a litde leaven leaveneth the 
whole lump ?"* Let incest, in any of its branches,. 
or under any form and patronage, be once tolerat- 
ed ; let the abhorrence of that sin becqme derided, 
and consequentiy weakened and obliterated, which 
it most assuredly will, by such toleration; and a 
door will be opened to vices of every name and 
every grade. Adultery, the other mortal ene- 
my to marriage and virtue, will soon find its pub- 
lie advocates, and the manners of our country be de- 
graded to die scandalous level of the most debauch - 



* I Cor. V. 2. 6. ** And ye are pilfied up, and have not rather mourned, that 
he that hath done this deed might be taken away from among yon. Your glory> 
i^gis not good,** &c. 
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ed and abandoned people.— The watchmen who 
stand upon the walls and cannot discpver the adver* 
saiy, or who are afraid and refuse to sound an alarm, 
will become accessary to the ruin ; but fearful will 
be the responsibility ef faithless and slumbering cen* 
tinels« 



-• .1 



i ilif"* . I 



SECTION IV. 



LAW. 

LiAW is a rule of action. The term is applied 
generally to all kind^ of action, whether animate or 
inanimate, rational or irrational. Thus it is said^ 
there are laws of motion, of gravitation, of attraction, 
of electricity, of mechanics, of optics. But when 
the word is used in relation to moral subjects and 
referred to the intellectual system, it denotes a stand- 
ard of human acttonsy and comprises the precepts 
by which men are obligated to regulate their behav- 
iour. In this sense, Law is " a rule of action, pre- 
scribed by a superior, invested with just authority, 
to determine the conduct of moral agents."* 



• Derivant nomen hoc Lex, mnlti a ligqndo^ quia Lex homines obligat ; alii a 
fej:«fidb, tum quod icrii«ta lex promiscuc legi potuerit, turn maxiiiie quod lata 
jgradegerehtr palam. Hebreii dkitnr Torah, quod a Jairak derivatum, ifocfrinai^, 
Tel viae moDstratioQem ootat. Graecis nomob apo (ounemctn quod regal ipsft. 
i^minis lit norma, otqne dittrtfaoKt enicoiqiie mum. Prqf. Metrkitis, 

*^* The Printers have no Hebrew nor Greek types. 
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Law is correctly called a rule^ to distinguish it 
from advice or counsel. The latter we are at liber- 
ty to follow or not, as we may judge proper. But 
the former depends not upon our consent or appro- 
bation ; but upon the will of the law-giver. Coun- 
sel is simply a matter of persuasion, law is decided- 
ly a matter of injunction. Counsel acts upon the 

■ 

willing, law upon the unwilling as well as the 
willing. 

As a rule, law is also distinguished from a com- 
pact or agreement. A compact is a promise pro- 
ceeding from us. Law is a Command directed to 
u$. The language of a compact is, ^^ I will, or I 
will not do this.^* The language 6f a law is, " thou 
shalt, or thou shalt not do it.^' In compacts we our- 
selves determine and promise What shall be done, 
before we are obliged to do it. In laws we are ob- 
liged to act, whether we determine and promise or 
not.*— Cbw^i/if/mdirffdicitur, qui significat, quid si- 
bi videatur, ut fiat. Suadere dicitur, qui sigiiifie&t, 

* See Bl»Gkitfoiie*iCtaa. Jotrod. 2. 
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quid fieri velit in alterius tamen arbitrio relinquens, 
quid facere velit* Jubere dicitur, qui significat, 
quid fieri velit, in alterius arbitrio non relinquens, 
quid facere velit.* 

Laws are of different kinds. The highest and 
most authoritative is the law of God. Possessed 
of infinite wisdom, goodness and power, he can en* 
act and enforce the best laws ; and as he is the great 
source of all existences, and all things depend upon 
him for their being and sapport, he has a right to fix 
the standard of conduct for intelligent creatures, an4 
to command what they shall and what they shall not 
do. This he has done \ and all lus. laws are holy^ 
just and good i all are sanctioned with the highest 
possible authority ; and ncwie may be controverted 
or disobeyed with impunity. 



.. -^ 



The Law of God is an authoritative rule of con-* 
duct and regulates the manners of men. Every di- 
vine precept may therefore be 3aid to b^ ^,ffiaral 
law, agreeably to the etymology of the term, which 
is derived from mores or ;/iora/t4tt-*~But a distinction 

* rhllosophicae WoLFUfiAB Tbeol. oaturalii pan. 1. cap. 6. 983. 
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is adopted, which distributes the laws of God into 
two classes. One comprises what is denominated 
MORAL, the other PKcuLiAR.— The MORAL Laws 
are those which proceed essentially fix>m the perfec- 
tions of God, and which are universally binding. 
The PECULIAR laws are such as arise from peculiar 
circumstances, which bind a particular people only, 
and are limited in their duration-->of the moral lcnv$ 
there are two arrangements.-'— &>;wi? moral laws are 
so evidently founded in the nature of man, so easily 
investigated, so firm in their binding power upon 
every conscience, that they have, in the a^regate, 
obtsuned the name of the Law of naturk. Jus- 
tinian defines it, " Jus naturale est quod omnia an- 
imalia docuit,*' Inst. Lib. 1. Tit. 2. The law of 
nature is that which teaches all animals j a defini. 
tion exhibiting the law of nature in the most exten- 
sive sense of the term. But the law of nature wtfiich 
belongs to man, must be restricted to the obligations^ 
which are exclusively founded upon his rational as 
well as his animal nature. The law of nature is the 
law of God, and eminently belongs to .the moral 
elass.^ — Other moral laws, which are distinct from 

*■ See Vattil. Lav of oatigos— preface. 
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the law of nature, are comprehended in what are 
called POSITIVE Laws.— Positive laws are those 
which are ascribed to the sov^reign^ of God : be- 
cause, however essential they may be to his perfec- 
tions, or accommodated to the nature and situa- 
tion of man, they cannot be investigated by the light 
of reason ; nor can they have any binding power, 
except by the express revelation of God. Positive 
iarvs are also of t<vo kinds, they are either positive 
moral Unvsy or positive peculiar laws — the former 
are those which are universally promulgated and 
universally binding— the latter such as are restrict- 
ed in their objects and period. — ^But this analysis of 
the divine laws requires explanation. • The distinc- 
tions must be more minutely defined and illustrated. 

'As every thing actually existing and all that can 
pbssibly exist, with all their relations and properties, 
depend upon €rod ; so all the consequences and du- 
ties arising from such possible or actual existences 
ttinst also be dependent upon him. There is a fit- 
mess or projpriety' of obligations, resulting from rela- 
tions, which,' considered as existing in the nature of 
things, antecedent to any positive precept, may be 
said to constitute the etbmal and immutable basis of 
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good^and evil. Upon this subject, much may be sug- 
gested and much has, without suitable caution, been 
written. But care should be taken not to magnify 
tins Jitness, like the fate of the stoics, and nfiake it 
independent of God ; nor to exalt an abstract idea 
above the Supreme, iind render it anterior or superior 
to him« The fitness of things, and the accommo- 
dation of all respective relations; with the corres- 
ponding duties, to that fitness, are acknowledged to 
be true ; but this very fitness, like every thing else, 
when traced to its ori^n, is derived from God. He 
renders the relations possible or actual, and he is the 
sole author of all that is right. All possible things 
have their foundation in the infinite understanding 
of God, as upon his omnipotent will, all things, ac- 
tually existent, depend. The sovereign will of an 
infinitely perfect being must be always right and fit ; 
" as for God his way is perfect," his law is the only 
sure and incontestable rule of action, t6 which eve* 
ry being, capable of moral agency, must be refer. 

■ 

red.* 



^w 



* ** probably those who have assorted thii did not meaq 0117 Vfffre than that the 
divine will is so perfect and excellent that all virtue la reduced to ^, conforniity to 
it— and tiiat we ougat not to judge of^ood and evil by any other rule. This u as 
i rue as that the divine conduct is the standard of wisdom. — The nature and will of 
God is so perfect as to be the true standard of all excellence, natural and moral : 
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So much of the Law of God as may be kno^vn 
and isy in part^ recognised by all men ; so much as 
suffices for the preservation of individuals, for con- 
stituting society, and establishing the first principles 
of morality } whatever may be the obscurity of the 
knowledge respecting it, is denominated the Law 
OF STATtTRS, because it is not only discovered by 
the light of nature, but arises from our natural con- 
stitution and being* But the clearer discoveries of 
duties, toward God as Creator, and especially to* 
ward him as Redeemer, as well as what men owe to 
each other, is called, in distinction from the former, 
the REVEALED Law, and is found only in the sa* 
cred scriptures. This revealed law, in its intrinsic 
obligation, is of equal force and perpetuity with the 
law of nature, and is of higher authority than any 
explanation which human reason can give to a sys- 

tetn of morals, because it is expressly defined 

The will of God in his revelation is unequivocally 
declared. 



and if we are gore of what he is, or eonmiaiiclf, it would be presmnrt^P and (oily to 
reason against it, or pot our views of fitnen in the room of his pleaFure : but to tvy 
that God, by bit wfll, nfglit hare made the same temper and conduct virtuous and 
excellent, which we now call videos, seems to onbioge all Our notions of the su- 
preme excellence even of Ood hfanseU.*'— Dr. Witherspoon*s Works, vol. iik 
page 288. 
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Human Laws are variously distinguished, cbn- 
formably to their peculiar principles and different 
ends. As soon as men enter into a social compact, 
the equality, essential to a state of nature, ceases. 
As they increase in numbers and spread over the 
earth, new societies arise, new nations are formed ; 
which render some common principles necessary for 
their individual safety, and oblige them to adopt 
some general laws for their mutual intercourse. 
What they adopt for this purpose is called the Law 
OF Natioks; which is a law "that regulates the 
intercourse and determines the rights of peace and 
\var between separate states and kingdoms," Quod 
naturalis ratio inter omnes homines constituit, voca- 
tur Jus Gentium, 

The safety, propriety and government of each in- 
dividual nation require laws suited to their respec- 
tive choice and circumstances. These are compris- 
ed under the denomination of the civil Law* 
" Quod quisque populus ipse sibi jus constituit, id 
ipsiusproprium civitatis est,vocaturque jus civile^ 
quasi jus proprium ipsius civitatis." Justinian. 
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The civil Law is divided into two branches. ITiat 
which relates to the governors, and those who are 
governed, is distinguished by the title of politi- 
cal Law, or the constitution of the state.* That 
which respects the mutual rights and duties of citi- 
zens is called the municipal Law, not as restrict- 
ed to a particular municipality, but in a more exten- 
sive sense, as the rule by which members of the 
same community or nation are bound to regulate 
their conduct towards each otlier. 

Each of these great classes comprehends many sub- 
divisions, agreeably to the different objects to which 
they relate, or the immediate power by which they 
are enforced ; which give a name or title to distinct 
kinds of laws, whether they belong to the dvil laws 
of the state, or the canon laws of the Church. — But 
the law of God is superior in authority to all these. 
jNo human laws, of whatever name or description, 
are of any validity, if they be contrary to the divine 
law; and such of them as are valid, derive all their 
force, either mediately or immediately from this 
original. ^ 



Monteiquieu, Spirit of Laws, book I. cha[>. n. 
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The principal and most accurate distinction ad- 
mitted in the law of God, as noticed in the preceed- 
ing analysis, is that of moral nnd peculiar. The re- 
suit will be the same, if it be distinguished into moral 
and positive; and what is peculiar be introduced as a 
distinct branch of positive laws. This last arrange- 
ment is adopted by some celebrated writers upon 
this subject. 

The moralLawIs the eternal, unchangeable and 
authoritative rule which directs and binds all men in 
their whole duty towards God, their neighbours, and 
themselves. It is the infallible standard of what is 
right and wrong, in regard to their thoughts, aflFec- 
tions, words, and actions. It is founded upon the 
infinite perfections of God, and his relation to his 
creatures as their maker and sovereign Lord. It is 
perfecdy consistent with their essential nature and 
being ; and forever binding upon all men in every 
situation, age or condition. 

This law was manifest to Adam before his apos- 
tacy, when he was dignified with the image of his 
God, " when reason was clear and perfect, unruffled 
by passions, unclouded by prejudice, unimpaired by 
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disease or intemperance ;" and. this law is still writ- 
ten, to a certain degree, upon the hearts of all his 
degenerate posterity. " For when the Gentttes 
which have not the f revealed J law, do by nature the 
things contained in the law, these, having not the 
law, are a law unto themselves; which shew the 
work of the law written in their hearts, their con- 
science also bearing witness, and their thoughts the 
mean while accusing or excusing one another," 
Bom. ii. 14, 15. 

Those, who affect a distinction between moral 
laws, and what they call the Laws of nature, as- 
sert, that while moral laws comprise all the duties of 
a moral agent towards his God, society and himself; 
the laws of nature are restricted solely to what ap- 
pertains to the individual, and find all their motives 
exclusively in the nature of man. But there is no 
necessity of drawing this line of distinction. The 
Law of nature as far as it extends, is the moral law. 
To give it another title is to destroy its very essence, 
or at best to suggest a consideration of the subject 
in a very restticted view. 
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Positive Laws are those which depend upon a 
revelation of the will of the Lawgiver, without 
\i4llch, they cannot be known or produce an obliga- 
tion. They are revealed precepts, which become 
binding, in consequence of their promulgation. — 
All laws enacted in civil society are positive. Before 
the passing and publication of such laws, there can 
be no transgression, either in respect to the duties 
enjoined or conduct prohibited. The positivs 
LAWS OF God are, some of them, moral in their 
nature and universally binding, but which could 
not be investigated without an ^express revelation ; 
others art peculiar in their object and scope, intend- 
ed to serve some temporary purpose in the dispen- 
sation of the Chutch, and as such, are binding upon 
a particular people alone and for a limited time. 

It has been considered a subject worthy of discus- 
sion, whether any positive law, derived from the 
immediate revelation of God, can ever become unu 
versally binding upon all men ? Those, who wish 
minutely to examine this question, will be gratified 
by consulting what PuiFendorf, Barbeyrac, Grotius, 
Wblfiiis, Cudworth and'Mosheim, have written up- 
on this subject. All agree, that, as the authority 
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is the same, so, if the promulgation be universal, 
the positive law will also become universal, a^fi 
must of course be as binding, as any that are most 
strictly denominated moral or natural. 

Without specifying other laws of this description ; 
let it suffice to observe, it is unanimously admitted, 
that the Law of marriage is a positive moral 
law, and one that has actually become universaL 
It was the first positive law imposed upon Adam, 
whilst in a state of rectitude, and in Paradise* It 
was communicated by him to his children, and well 
known during the antediluvian period. By Noah 
and his sons it was afterwards handed down to their 
posterity ; and through all the rsuDpifications of the 
human family, has been always recognised, and is 
at this day received and acknowledged by every na- 
tion in the world. 

The general propensities of nature would prompt 
tofi sexual intercourse, but interesting and serious 
questions arise, which could> never be decided by 
the light of nature. A positive law of God was ne- 
oessary- to determine, whatever relates to the insti- 
tution of marriage, whatever respects those who 
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may lawfully enter into that holy state, as well as 
\{hat concerns the honourable protection of the ordi- 
nance, after its consummation. This Law has been 
given. It is moral in its principle and its restric- 
4i tions, universal in it& promulgation, and binding up- 
on all the human family. 

The positive laws of God which are peculiar, 
that is, which are binding upon 2l particular people 
alone, and in force for a limited period only, are 
those which were given to Israel, and were adapted 
to the dispensation of the Church under the Old 
Testament. 

To separate the posterity of Jacob from all other 
nations, to preserve the knowledge of the promises 
and the truths of religion inviolate, and to keep pure 
and distinct, a people from whom the Messiah was 
to spring, it pleased God to erect a Theocract. 
In accomplishing this adorable and astonishing es- 
tablishment, Jehovah, the Redeemer liimself, who 
always was, and forever will be, the divine Head of 
his Church, condescended to become also, the civil 
ruler or King of Israel. In consequence of this, the 
visible Church and the civil state of that people, be- 
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came united; and the laws which respected the 
Church were blended with those which were civile 
The moral Law especially, which is the basis of all 
the ordinances, statutes and precepts, together with 
the promises established by the covenant of grace is 
necessarily interwoven with all these, and thus one 
perfect code is formed, comprehending whatever re- 
spected the Israelites as men, as professing believers, 
and as citizens of the Theocracy. 

Agreeably to the particular relations in Israel to 
which the respective j&tfcw/tar 2Lnd positive laws refer, 
a distinction is made. One portion of them is call- 
ed the Ceremonial^ the other the Cwi/law.f 



*!• 



* The nature of the Theocracy, which necessarily involved the immediate in- 
terpontionof God, and could be supported only by miraculous providences, fully 
refutes the argument of Bishop Warburton, in his essay to prove, and illustrate 
the unun qf the Church and state . It is impossible for men, without the imme- 
diate authority of God, to form such an union. Under the New-Testament dis- 
pensation there is no Theocracy, an union of Church and state is therefore now, 
impracticable. 

m 

f The term lam is variously used in the sacred scriptures. Sometimes it de* 
notes, in a general sense, any binding power, as in Rom, vii. 21. 23. &c. but 
wImo employed to oproM anile of conduct, it often comprises the whole of di- 
vine revelation^ comprehending all the doctrines, promises, and precepts: so 
Ph. i. Pa. joob F$t cxiz. — It frequently designates more particularly the moral 
lav, in which seme it chiefly occurs in the Epistles to the Romans and the Gala- 
tiant. — In other ptsnges, it refers geberally to the Moiaie system, in which the 
moral law is indaded with those precepts, which are denominated ceremonial and 
civil.— The term it usually thus introduced by the Prophets, and by the Apostle 
in his Epstle to tht Hebrews. 
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The Ceremonial Law, or as it might more pro- 
perly be denominated, the Ecclesiastical, com- 
prised all the statutes, which regulated the rites of 

religion and mode of worship in the Church, until 

^ • 
the close of the dispensation of the Old Testament. 

Rites and modes peculiarly appropriated to the pe- 
riod of promise, and designed as so many instruc- 
tive types and affecting figures, to exhibit the bless- 
ed Messiah, and pourtray what he was to perform 
and suffer to save his people from their sins. This 
was their primary and highest object, but to pre- 
serve the Jews from idolatry and keep the chosen 
tribes completely separate from every other nation, 
many particular and minute observances were enact- 
ed, which to us, who are ignorant of the customs 
of the ancient nations surrounding Israel, appear to 
be of minor importance. These may justly be call- 
ed ceremonialy while the principal and typical parts 
were far from being mere ceremonies. — Whatever 
appertained strictly and exclusively to the ecclesias- 
tical or ceremonial law in the books of Moses, 

■f * ___ 

must necessarily be limited to the Old Testament. 

.'■■ ■ • 

It was peculiar to Israel. It could apply to no other 
people or period : and since grace and truth are 
come by Jesus Christ, who is the end of the law 
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for righteousness, the shadows have vanished, the ri- 
tual worship is abrogated, and nothing typical b 
any longer of force. 

What is denominated the civil law of the Pen- 
tateuch, was adapted to Israel, as a state or nation^ 
in their civil capacity y and as placed under the hon* 
ourable government of a Theocracy. It fixed their 
constitution, and directed in what way their govern- 
ment was to be administered. It prescribed the du- 
ties of magistrates and private citizens, and deter- 
mined whatever related to their common inter- 
course. As such, it appertained solely to that 
people* It was the great partition wall, which, 
together with their ecclesiastical statutes, separated 

.1 .V 

them from the neighbouring states, and distinguish* 
ed them from every other nation in the world. 

It is evident that nothing in their system of law5^ 
which was exclusively ecclesiastical or civil, can 
bind any other people. Yet the principles of equi- 
ty, which are the baus of all well organised govern- 
ments, and which pervade the civil system of the 
Jews, are equally obligatory ypon the whole world ; 
and especially the moral precepts, which we shall di« 

10 
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rectly ^ee, are blended throughout the whoie msass of 
the Israelitish law, must be binding upon aU men in 
every age. 

By one man Mn entered into the world, and death, 
by sin. — TIkj death of the body, and the death of 
the soul, as far as the soul can die, are the wages of 
sin. The wretched chUdren of apostate Adam have 
lost the image of their God, and are dead in trespass- 
es and sins. They are darkened in their understcmd- 
ings sHid their rvills and affections are depraved. Siii* 
ners are at enmity against a holy God; and so &r are 
they from possessing a desire or a power to obefr 
the divine law, they have actually lost, to a great 
degree, the knowledge of the law itself, and are ig- 
norant of the true standard of their conduct. It be- 
came therefore necessary, in the introduction of a re- 
pealed religion, and the public establishment of a 
church in the wwld, to promulgate again, by an im- 
mediate revelation^ tihe moral law. 

t. The revelation of the moral few is summarily 
comprised in the Decalogue or the ten command- 
ments, which were audiblgr pronounced from Mount 
Sinai, and afterwards written by God himself upon 
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two tabfcs. of stone. But these precepts are ex- 
pressed in few words. They comprehend indeed 
the principles of the respective duties to which they 
refer, and are spiritual and extensive. Yet it was 
expedient to have them illustrated and confirmed^ 
by subsequent explanatory precepts, that the letter 
and spirit of the moral law, contsuned in that sum- 
mary, imght be &Uy understood. To answer this 
interesting purpose, it pleased God to repeat, ex- 
plain, and apply the precepts of the Decalogue, 
throughout the whole Bible, and especially in the 
Mosaic code, t not in a separate or systematic order, 
but mixed with laws of different descriptions ; not 
in detached and solitary passages, but mingled and 
inter^ersed with those which wer^ peculiar to the. 
Theocracy. Wherefore in the same paragraph the 
moral are oftfcn found with those which were eccle- 
siastical and civil laws. 

Many instances in which moral precepts are titnis: 
introduced and interspersed might be given. Let a/ 
few suffice. — " Thou shaKUove the Lord thy God 
with all thine heart, and with^all thy soul, and witK 
alltfay msght.<^Thoushalt'{sar the Lord thy God ; 
hun shalt thou serve, and to him shall thou ckare^ 
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'and swear by his name. — Ye shall be holy, Car I 

the Lord thy God am holy. — Thou shalt do that 
which is right and good in the sight of the Lord. — * 
Thou shalt worship no other God. — Ye shall make 
ye no idols. — Ye shall not swear by my name false- 
ly, neither shalt thou profane the name of the Lord* 
-—Ye shall keep my sabbath and reverence my sane* 
tuary. — Thou shalt not hate thy brother in thy heart. 
—Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself.— Honour 
thy father and thy mother, as the Lord thy God, 
hath commanded thee. — He that killeth any man 
shall surely be put to death, — Ye shall not afflict any . 
widow or fatherless child. — Do not prostitute thy 
daughter, to cause her to be a whore. — There shall 
be no whore. — Thou shalt not lie carnally with thy 
neighbour's wife.— Ye shall not steal ; neither deal 
falsely ; neither lie one to another — Thou shalt not 
arrest judgment, thou shalt not respect persons, nei- 
ther take a gift. — That which is altogether just shalt 
tfiou follow. — Thou shalt have a perfect and just 
weight, a perfect and just measure shalt thou have, 
.i— Thou shalt not pervert the judgment of the stran- 
ger nor the fatherless. — Thou shalt rejoice in every 
good thing, which the Lord thy God hath given un* 
to thee.— *-Thou shalt keep the commandments of 
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file Lord thy God, to walk in his ways and to fear 
lum.^^-See Deut. v. vi. x. xvi. Exodus xxii. 
xxxiv. Levit. xviii. xix. xxiv*. 



\^ and in numerous lumilar texts, which might 
be adduced, it is evident, that moral laws are mix- 
ed and interspersed with those which are of another 
description. Evcfjr precept of the Decalogue is il- 
lustrated and enforced. Supreme love to God, 
a spiritual worship, the reverence of his name, and 
the sanctification of a day of rest, love to our neigh- 
bour, filial duties, preservation of life, chastity, hon- 
esty, truth and grateful contentment — these, all 
these are specifically explained and repeatedly en- 
jomed. 

Can any man, not warped by prejudice or defi- 
cient in information, read these precepts, and pro- 
nounce concerning them, that they are all ceremo- 
nial laws, and were binding upon the Jews only ? 
or that the Decalogue is the only moral law to be 
found in the books of Moses? What! were the 

Jews alone obliged to love God, to be holy and obe- 

• " ■*■ . 

dient, to love their neighbours, to be honest and 
ehaste? Are not these moral precepts? Must 
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they not be acknowledged as sucb> whcFever they 
are found, and in whatever connection they are in* 
troduced ? Are not naany of them expressly cited 
in tlie New- Testament, and applied to Christians ? 
And will any dare to say, that they do not bind all 
men as much as they did the Jews ? 

The books of the Old Testament are received ag 
inspired volumes, and venerated as the standard of 
faith and conduct by Christians a3 much a3i they 
were by the Israelites. There is but one Churchy 
as there is but one Saviour. Under both dispensa* 
tions, the Church is essentially the same^ What 
was the word of God to the Old Testament, is the 
word of God to the New- Testament. The five 
books of Moses are a precious portion of the sacred 
oracles. Those who understand the scriptures know 
how to explain and appreciate them. Christians can 
distinguish between what was peculiar and attached 
to a particular period of the Church, before the 
coming of the precious Saviour ; and that which is 
moral and applicable to all men. 

As every command in the Decalogue is afterwards 
recognised and fortified by particular moral precepts^ 
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expressly ^yen for that purpose ; we may, a priori^ 
be assured, that the seventh command will also be 
protected, and what respects its scope and extent 
will find some conspicuous place in the book of 
laws. The prohibition of adultery preserved the 
honour of the sacred institution, after it is consum* 
mated— -but important inquiries respecting the par- 
ties who might lawfully enter into that state were left 
undecided in the letter of the Decalc^e. — Wheth- 
er the ordinance of marriage be free, without any 
restraint or limits, so that all, whatever be their mutual 
Idndredy may lawfully approach each other? or 
whether there be any prohibitions, and if any, what 
are the specific prohibited degrees ? These were of 
the highest importance to be known and remained 
yet to be more plainly revealed. If by the light of 
nature, they could in some measure be discovered, 
it would still be a benefit to have them specifically 
ascertained by the authority of a divine revelation. 
It was therefore to be expected that in some part or 
other of the divine law, this subject would be intro- 
duced. Every other precept of the Decalogue is 
distinctly recollected, illustrated and enforced ; and 
surely what respects an ordinance, which God most 
solemnly instituted and blessed, which he honours, 
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and which involves so deeply the dearest interests 
and comforts of the whole human family, cannot be 
neglected or forgotten. There must be a law some* 
where in the Mosaic code, to ascertain who may and 
who may not be united in marriage. Without such 
a law, the great object cff the seventh command^ will 
remain fearfully exposed, and be left at a dreadful 
uncertainty.— Blessed be God ! There is a law in 
his word which draws the line of prohibited inter- 
course. A law strictly moral, and appertaining ex- 
pressly to the seventh command ; but whiclv like 
all the rest that relate to the moral precepts of the 
Decalogue, is blended and incorporated with the* 
ecclesiastical and civil statutes of Israel. 

After making these observations respecting Law 
in general, and the structure of the laws in the sta- 
tutes of Moses in particular, we are now prepared 
to open the Book, and examine the contents of the > 
eighteenth chapter of Leviticus* 
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SECTION V. 



LEVITICUS XVIII. 16. 

In dtscus^ng this artiele^ attention must be paid to 
«--4he object and scope of the Law in Leviticus^ 
'xviii. 6«~l-7 :«>*^the rules to be adopted fcn'explain^ 
ing^ that Urvr^^-^the ptrtiGular precept which forbids a 
marriige with a sister in law«--and the extent of aU 
these prohibitions. If it shall ^pear that this law ex* 
clusively respects the crime of incest— -that, agreea« 
bly to the rules of just interpretation^ the marriage 
of a deceased wife's sister is actually forbidden in 
the 16th verse— aad, that this Law is hot cenemoniail 
but moral, and as binding, in its prohibitions, up- 
on Christians, as It was upon the Jews ; the ques- 
tion will be decided by an authority, which it wouhl' 
be impious to contradict, and dangerous to disobey. 

L The object and scope of this Law is obvious 
from— its connection with the other laws contained in 

11 
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this chapter,— *and the unequivocal terms and phra* 
8es which distinguish this particular statute. 

The chapter contains several laws against various 
lusts and pollutions, which are ail denominated abo- 
minable.— It commences with solenm warnings 
against crimes of that description. Verses 1 — 5. — a 
definite and express statute against impuiie and ille- 
gitimate cohabitation, which was one of those 
crimes, is then introduced, and is the first mention, 
cd. Vs. 6— 17.— « Law against Polygamy is next 
added. Vs. 18. — this is followed by the interdiction 
of uncleanness, adultery, and obscene idolatry, vs. 
19, 20, 21. — and the last is a law against unnatural 
lusts and sodomy, vs. 22, 23. — the chapter closes 
with awful threatenings against those who should 
dare to violate either of these Laws. 

That the statute contained in verses 6—17. ex- 
clusively relates to prohibited marriages is evident 
—from the express designation of the crime — the 
definition of the subjects of the law-— and the min- 
ute enumeration of the degrees of kindred which con- 
stitute the basis of the prc^bitions. Any attempt 
to prove or illustrate this, would be superfluoi^s. 
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The object of the law, and the meaning of the di- 
vine Lawgiver can not be mistaken. It is impossible 
to hesitate in determining, that this is a law which 
condemns what is called Incest ; that its immediate 
scope and design is to draw the luie of prohibitions, 
and ascertain, with precision, the degree of kindred, 
within which God forbids the consummation of mar- 
riage. 

XL To understand this law and explain it faithful- 
ly, the following hules are admitted as unquestion- 
able. 

1. The term near of kin specifies that degree of 
relation which approximates too closely to render a 
marriage legitimate between persons thus related-— 
the nearness of kindred is the essential principle of 
the law against incest. — Any pretended criticisms on 
the meaning of the Hebrew sheer Bbasar are alto- 
gether inadmissible. Our translation near of kin 
conveys the exact meaning of the original, and ex- 
presses with precision, what is intended. The word 
sheer signifies relict^ remnant, remainder, and Bba* 
sar mt2cas Jlesh alimentum, pars reliqua post mor- 
tern, what remains after life is extinct. These 
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terms when applied to human kindred s^e Very em- 
phatic ; and they are evidently in this law pot confin- 
ed to consanguinity, but express in general, propin- 
quus a kimmanj. or affinis one related by mar- 
^Sl^> s^ ^^U as cognatus. a relative by blood. 

2. The phrase to uncover the nakedness is used to 
signify sexual commerce or marriage. The mean- 
ing cannot be mistaken. ' 

3. The term wije in this law, indisputably sig- 
nifies widow. The word is often used in scripture 
to d^iote widow ; see Genesis xxxviii. 8. 12uth iv. 
5. 10» It must mean widow here, for were the 
husband still alive, it would be adultery, which is 
not the crime intended or designated in this law. 

4. In the enumeration of the degrees of relation, 
the sources by consanguinity and affinity are indis- 
criminately blended. The relations of the husband, 
and the relations of the wife, in consequence of the 
union produced by marriage, are considered as 
equally near to both. No distinction is made in 
the direct or lateral line, between those who are relate 
6d by blood or by marriage. 
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5. Consistent with the principle upon wMch the 
law is founded, it is evident, that wherever a degree 
of kindred is named and prohibited, all the relations, 
either in consanguinity or affinity, wluch are in the 
same degree, and especially such as are nearer, than 
that which is mentioned, are necessarily included 
and equally forbidden* 

6. The same prohibition which binds a man is 
equally binding upon a woman. To say that men 
preserve the name of the house, which is lost by 
the marriage of a woman into another family, and that 
therefore men alone are comprehended in this law 
IS trifling, and prevaricating. As an intelligent be- 
ing and equally under the obligation of the divine 
law, the female is as fully included in these precepts 
as the male. Whatever relation theq, the • law ex- 
pressly names upon the part of the husband, must 
be considered as implicitly intended and actually 
comprehended, upon the part of the wife. 

7. Every relation of the same degree, when re- 
versed, must be understood to be as much bcluded 
in the precept as if it had been specifically mention- 
ed. To have repeated all these, vice versa, would 
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have unnecessarily multiplied the words of the law, 
without rendering them more explicit or intelligible. 

III. As the law before us is, beyond contradic- 
tion, a statute against Incest, we may expect to find 
in it, some precept respecting a sister ik law, 
since she is also very near of kin. — In this we are 
not disappointed. It is contained in v. 16. " Thou 
shalt not uncover the nakedness of thy brother's 
wife ; it is thy brother's nakedness." — To remove 
every temptation and silence all prevarication upon 
this article, the same precept is repeated in chap. 
XX. 21. **If a man shall take his brother's wife, it 
is an unclean thing : he hath uncovered his brother's 
nakedness." — Here two brothers are forbidden to 
marry the same woman ; and of course two sisters 
may not marry the same man. — ** The sister of a 
deceased wife stands in the very same relation with a 
brother of a deceased husband ; the law therefore is 
express and full, that two sisters shall not marry 
the same man. Whoever then marries his deceased 
wife's sister is, by the clear and unequivocal sen* 
tence of God's law guilty of mcest.^\ 
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There are two classes of sisters in law. One is 
the.wife of a brother, the other the sister of a wife. 
Both these are always called by the same name, and 
with great propriety. They are both sisters in and by 
the law of God, upon the same principle of affinity ; 
and are both related in exactly the same degree of 
kindred. If there be any difference, the sister of the 
wife, in consequence of the union of husband and 
wife, is the nearest. The law therefore which pro- 
hibits a marriage, with one sister in law, must 
agreeably to rule 5, forbid a marriage with the other 
sister in law. 

The objection urged from the precept, Deut. 
XXV. 5. 10. will be considered and answered in its 
proper place, where it will be seen^ that it makes no 
alteration in the spirit or letter of this Law. It suf- 
fices here to observe, that whatever may Jbe the scope 
or extent of that exception, in regard to a brother's 
wife, in a particular instance ; it evidently can have 
no reference at all to the other class of sisters in law. 
The sisters of the wife are clearly, and absolutely 
prohibited, without any admissible condition or 
supposed dispensation. 



\ 
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This law is intelligible and decisive, and could 
not fail of being understood by the Jews as absolute- 
ly forbidding any man to marry the sister of his de» 
ceased wife. It is also equally obvious upon the 
part of the xvoman^ to. whom the law of Deut. xxv. 
cannot possibly apply, that she may not, in any case, 
conformably to rules 6. 7. marry the husband of her^ 
deceased sister* And if she may not marry Wm, 
he, most assuredly, cannot lawfully marry her. 

To endeavour to elucidate this precept is unne« 
cessary, the law cannot be rendered more perspicu- 
ous or convincing. It enacts in the most positive 
terms : " Thou shalt not uncoyer the nakedness of 
thy brother's wife ;" that is, thou shalt not marryt 
thy sister in law, neither the widow of thy brother,! ^ 
nor the sister of thy wife. 

IV. In this construction all are unanimous, all 
agree that the precept is plain and positive as it re- . 
spects the Jews. None have ever denied that God 
has forbidden an Israelite, to marry his sister in law, 
whether it be the wife of his deceased brother, or. 
the sister of his deceased wife. The only ppkit^ 
upon which any question can arise, relates to the na- 



kEVlTlCtJS XVW. 1ft 89 

tore and extevt of the precept It is asked> nht* 
tfaer this law be noft ctremonial znd^ ia its nature and 
object^ exclusively intended far the Jews only ? or 
whether it be a mora/ law» applicable to iail mankind^ 
and as binding under the New-Testament dispensa-» 
tion as it was under the old ? To these enquiries^ 
the following observations will suggest a sufficient 
answer. 

1. There is nothing ceremonml in this law; noth- 
ing that has any immediate connection with the es:- 
temal Chttrch, or the civil government of the Jews ; 
nothing that has any relation to tlie sacred rituals, 
typical purifications and solemn sacrifices introduc- 
ed in Israel, or adapted to the period when the 

A 

Church was governed by a Theocracy ; all of which 
are the distinguishing properties of a ceremonial 
law.— WiU any one pretend, that the law which for- 
bids a man to approach a person who is near of kin 
has the least respect or any shadow of reference to 
rites, types or sacrifices ? Is there any thing in the 
object of this law peculiar to the Jews ? Is not 
manriage an institution for all mankind ? Is there 
not the aeone nearness of kin subsisting throughout 
the whole world ? Is not the moral turpitade of 

12 
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with regard to the aeyenth command* Since God 
ivouid, most assuredlfi not leave the holy insdtu- 
tion of marriage^ upon the maintenance of which 
in its purityp so much of the happiness of the world, 
and the honour irf'teligion depend, without some 
leather explanatory precepts.— ^That, as he had pro- 
tected the ordivipnce ag^nst adultery, by the letter of 
the seventh command, we may be persuaded he 
would also shield it from pollution, by prescribing 
the prohibited limits, and declaring who were the le* 
gitimate parties^ that might enter into that hdy state, 
]3ut now, where has God done this, unless it be in 
the law before us ? If this be a moral law against 
incest ; if in diis law the prohibited degrees, which 
apply to all mankind, be exfH^essly mentioned, nr 
dearly implied, upon ptanciples which can admit of 
no doubt or oontradictioti, then the important benefit 
is obtained, the desired statute is found. But if this 
law be ceremonial, peculiar to the Jews, and in 
which, of coarse, die rest of the world have no 
$hare, then there is nolaw in the whole revelation t>f 
Grod, which meets the ^tuation and necessi(;y Of the 
vl^uman ^unilyi*^or there is no other passage in the 
^ibk, not a single paragifarph to be found in the 'Old 
'#r l^lfw-T^^iKamimt*^ w |va^ited dcfree^ 
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ire enumerated) exceptinj^ m llus xviii chaptser of 
Leviticus, and a few Verses in the xx chapter, where 
some of the precepts are repeated* If this law does 
aot extend to Christians^ and to the whole world, 
dien a man may now many even his own mother, 
his daughta-, or sister by blood. Thene is, at least, 
no written law to forbid him. But if this law be in- 
deed a branch of the sevendi precept ; if in its na- 
ture, scc^ and object, it altogether coincides with 
the spirit and extent of that command, then it is as 
much a moral law^ as any precept in the Decalogue^ 
and as such, we are bound to receive it with hum- 
ble subBEiisBion, and fervent gratitude. It is the ve- 
ry revelation we needed to instruct us predsely re* 
spectmg the parties who may lawfully enter into the 
boly state of matrimony«'>*^Nor can it be expected 
that we will ever suffer any, whatever may be their 
motive to rob us of this treasure. 

■ 

S. The emphatic language of the divme Lawgiv. 
er, in the introduction to this law, and in the con- 
duding sanctions annexed to it, is sufficient to de- 
termine 4he question, and decide it to be eipsMly 
ob li g^ l cff y upon aU mankifid. To prevent the pos- 
Ifibilily «f -mistaking the Mbgeots t)f liiis kk, w 
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considering it to be merely ceremonial, a restriction; 
for a few persons only ;- it is introduced with a gener- 
al interdiction, by a very singular repetition : /t^^ 
Ish. (Hebr.) anihroposy anthropasj (Ixx.) vir^ viry 
omnis homa^- (vulg« ) no man, no man ; our transla^ 
tion has it none^ -that is, no one. A mode of address 
which constrains us to conclude that every individ- 
ual, without ai^ discrimination or exception, is 
here intended. The solenm words annexed I ax 
Jehovah are also calculated to excite the religious 
attention and claim the holy obedience of all.-r-The 
sanctions are also very intelligible and . impressive. 

The depraved Canaanites are charged with being 

« 

guil^ of gross abominatidms, for which in the righ« 
teous .providence of God, they were to be wholly 
eactirpated.^-^And in the Usty^f their horrible crimes. 
Incest is the first named and has the foremost rank. 
But what could have rendered incest a crime among 
the Canaanites ? Let it be repeated, where there is 
no law, there can be no transgression. If the law 
against marrying those who are near of kin be cere* 
monial and peculiar to the Jews, it could have no 
binding power upon the Gentiles, who were stran*^ 
gers to Israel. What then was the law, respecting 
tbis sin, which they had transgressed ? It was sure*. 



k 



LEYITICUS XVIII. 10. S5 

\y the moral law ; that very identical law which is 
contained in the xviii of Leviticus, and which is de- 
clared to be enacted for the very purpose of describ- 
ing the nature and condemning the evil of incest — 
% law in which the prohibited degrees are distincdy 
enumerated and authoritatively forbidden. It was a 
law of nature and tradition to the Canaanites, with 
wluch they were suflElciently acquainted, by the dic- 
tates of conscience, to know that Incest was an hei- 
nous sin-r*-but a law, which those who are blessed 
with this written precept, more distinctly now un-- 
derstand. 

4* Let one consideration more be added, with 
which an Infidel has no concern, but which to 
Christians is very interesting. It was mentioned 
section III. that an instance of incest occurred very 
early in the Christian Church. That it was direct- 
ly noticed, and the Apostle commanded the Corin- 
thians immediately, in the name of the Lord Jesus, to 
excommunicate the incestuous person. This com- 
mand, supported by the adorable authority of the di- 
viw Redeemer, was instantly obeyed ; and it is record- 
ed in the word, as a perpetual rule, in similar cases, 
which binds the Church in every age and place. A» 
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fuch the primitire Christians certfdnly understood ify 
and in all successive generations, belierers have ai** 
ways considored it a duty, expresdy enjoined by thei^ 
Lord, to citt off firom their communion every persoK 
who commits Incest. But to what a fearful dilemmflr 
is Ac Church of the New-Testament reduced, if die 
Law contained in Levit. xyiii be ceremonial and in- 
tended for the Jews only ? Where then is the stand-* 
ard by which Christians are to judge of this crimed 
How can they excommimicate a pelrsdn for bein^ 
guilty of Incest, if they cann<^ define the sin or as-^ 
certain the prohibited degrees ? And how can they 
do this, without a written document, some infallible 
rule, by which diey are to be guided ? Must it be 
left to conjecture, to prejudice, to the arbitrary de-^ 
ci^on of the officers of die Church? Must it be 
meai^ured by any vague and indefinite scale ? Is not 
^^ to the law and to the testimony," a maxim and rule 
of proceeding for the Christian Church, as much as 
it vras for the Jews ? The divine Saviour has most 
assuredly not commanded his people to be vigilant 
against any sin, and faithful in their dicipline respect* 
ing it, without informing them what constituted that 
sin. But where is the information given ? Where 
has he expkuned that sin to them ? There is na 
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paiaage m the whole book of God which defines die^ 
crime, excepting ipLevit« xviii wd x%. If diat' 
law be ceremonial, tbea it is now abcogat^d «nd no- 
longer in force. If that law wcie pteulitt* to the 
Xtws, than Christians have no law respecting Incest, 
be«de the law of nature ; anddisj are piaofcd ex- 
actly Upon the same level with tfae^unhapi^ HeatlK' 
en^ who sit in darkneaft and ■ in the region of the 
shadow of deadu If that law be exckisiveljr attach- 
ed to the Theocracy, then (he Church of the Old 
Testament had more light and clearer information in 
an article essential to the preservation of her purity, 
and for promoting the glory of God, than the 
Church of the New- Testament. Under the former 
dispensation the crime was clearly ascertained, and 
the Church of the Old Testament proceeded safely 
in her censure. But if that law be not moral, the 
crime ceases now to be defined, while the obligation 
to avoid the crime still continues. The Christian 
Church b then indeed called to a severe duty, she 
is commanded to punish criminals, without pos« 
sessing any infallible rule, or having any means of 
knowing, what constitutes the crime.— The truth 
is, the Church of the New-Testament has always 
considered the law in Levit. xviii to be mon^ and ciC^ 
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universal obligation ; and all nations, who professed 
t&e Christian religion, have forever received it with- 
out any hesitation or gainsaying, as the sure and 
only standard by which Incest is ascertained. 

If these obvervations prove insufficient to produce 
conviction ; if one or all of these fail to convince 
thpse of their error who m^ntain that the La.w 
against incest was a mere ceremonial precept ; it 
will be altogether useless to add any more. Such 
persons must be considered as either above or be» 
low the reach of arguments. 
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SECTION VI. 



DECENCY. 

When incontrovertible arguments haf e decided a 
question, it may appear improper to add corroborate 
ing observations. But the subject before us ex- 
tends, with interesting consequences, in every direc- 
tion — it may therefore be expedient, beside argu- 
ments, to suggest considerations which appeal to 
the feelings of the heart. Only two shall be men- 
tioned. — The first is distinguished by the title of 
Decenct. 

Decency expressed whatever is decorous and 
consentaneous to character ; it comprises, that deli* 
cacy in morals, that refinement in sentiment, and that 
precision in conduct, which render virtue amiable, 
interesting, and a source of comfort to society. 

" Whatsoever things are true, i^vhatsoever things 
are just, whatsoever things are pure, whatsoever 
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things are lovely, whatsoever things are of good re- 
port ; if there be any virtue, if there be any praise, 
think on these things," PhiL iv. 8. With this af- 
fecting and sublime group of words, the inspired 
Apostle suggests the influ^ice and extent of sancti- 
fied principles, and recommends that beauty of ho- 
tiness and undeviating rectitude of Christian man- 
ners, which include all that is implied ia decency 
and delicacy^ ^ - 

. Christians are " the salt of the earth" — " the light 
of the woiid," — "a city set upon a hilL" They 
must ^^ do more than others," and '^ through Christ 
which strengtheneth them,*' they actually .doi more 
than others. Morality in aU its extensive branchi^, 
from purer motives and with greater precision. Is 
practised by them than by any other men. They 
deny themselves, and are afraid tOBiui they avoid 
every appeara^oe .of evil, and hate " even the gar* 
ment 9poH^ by the Jie9h.'\ 



: This sefioemi^nt of sentrauent and pnacipki makes 

;£ttle or r^o impression upon the wicked, whose pur- 

euits^ and habits iiave never been negulstted by sueh 

Cflcalied fitamlardsi and wfao have no desire to^ be say- 



ed from their sins ; but to real Christians it is fuU 
of interest, and expresses their predominant wishes. 
To such) the article now before us appeals. Th^y 
can enter fully into the subjoct-^-^bey; Juiow what 
DficxircT required, and under it| . viftiAenc^, will 
yield to all that luis been suggeitcd 9g9i09t. QommK* 
Ing incest with a sister in law. 

• / 

Marriage is justly styled ^^ a delicate institutiou," 
essentially connected with order and decency. Sweet 
spring of purest comforts, exuberairt source of do* 
XK^stic happiness^ it pours its precious blessings 
vherever it is honoured^ and amply pays for protec- 
tion and defence. But, exposed to inp^olts and sus* 
ceptible of injuries, it withholds its invalUabk beae- 
fits from those who sufibr it to be abused and polliit- 
ed. Any people who tolerate incest of any dcs- 
cripdcMa ; who countenance adultery(;i^iQr sanction^. 
Yorces for any other cause, tham what- li|ii|^woni:'.of 
God prescribes ; will quicUy^.realise Ar pernicious 
effects of their conduct. They will rapidly depre- 
dale iia; taste:^d sentiment, and in&UiUy degene- 
nte in morals, tf the fountain of social virtue be 
troublfed »d poisoned^ tiie^ fstpeams: will inevitably 
be iMiMid^ibitteiv tuodk SHa^^mff thine own «icMi* 
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ness shall correct tkee, and thy backsliding shall re* 
prove thee." — ^Beside, let it impress the public mind 
with holy fear, let it be remembered with reveren- 
tial awe, that God is jealous of his own ordinances, 
and will not suffer any person with impunity to pro- 
fane them ; especially those who are blessed with 
his word and profess to be bis people, ^^lithey 
call evil good, and good evil ; if they break his 
' statutes, and keep not his commandments. He will 
visit their transgression with the rod and their ini- 
quity with stripes," for " verily he is a God that 
judgeth in the earth." — The rule of the divine go- 
vernment toward those whom he has known, and 
blessed with distinguished privileges, is always anil 
invariably die same : " The Lord is with you, while 
ye be with him ; and if ye seek Mm, he will be 
found of you ; but if ye forsake him, he will for- 
sake you." And, saith the Lord, " wo to them, 
when I depart fix)m them." 

Many indecent and indelicate, disagreeable and 
unpleasant consequences resulting from a marriage 
with a sister in law, will be readily anticipated by 
every serious and reflecting mind. Let it suffice to 
observe ; that admitting (which cannot in faruth be 
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i;rantedj that a doubt might be cherished whether 
a sister ia law be a relation, withia the prohibited 
degrees; must it not still be acknowled^di that 
to marry such a relative is a rash and dangerous 
act ? Is it not perilous to advance as near as possi* 
ble to the brink of a precipice ? Is it safe, is it 
prudent, is. it consistent with the Christian charac- 
ter, to approach deliberately to the very verge of an 

abominable and accursed crime, under the infatuat- 
ed and fluctuating hope that perhaps it may possidlyi 
be an exemption ? 

But it is not only rash and dangerous ta the in- 
dividuals; it is also injurious to the community. 
Such marriages trespass upon the rules of decency ; 
they are inimical to that purity, and chastity of 
families, wluch insure the repose and happiness of 
society ; they are hostile to that virtue and delicacy, 
which the religion of nature, and revealed religion 
inculcate. 

In the confidence of protection from a man, who 
by his marriage has been brought into the family, 
and be^eme a brother^ the younger sisters are always 
in the habit of associating femiliarly and frequently 
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with their married sister^-^their fermer affection is 
not interrupted by the introduction of a new relative. 
This is proper. It is consistent with the most rigid 
rules of morality. It is founded upon the indispu* 
table presumpticMiy that the sister of the wife is now 
dbe become tike sister of the husbandj and he is her 
Inrcftker. No suspicion of indecency can arise in 
her mind, nor any imputation of indelicacy upon 
^ the part of the public. She may come, remain, 
or go, in all the safety of innoeency, under the 
broad shield of the divine law, and the universal 
consent and approbation of society. But let it be 
once adopted, let practice establish the detestable 
principle, that the sister, after the death of the Mofe, 
may become not at alt related to the husband ; that 
she may be to him a stranger, and as much the le- 
gitimate object of marriage as any other woman, 
and her frequent and familiar visits must cease. 
She can no more come to his house, or be oftener 
seen in the company of her brother in law, than she 
may frequent the house or be familiar in the compa* 
ny of any other married man. The affectionate in- 
tercourse of the sisters is at an end. 
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As it respects himself and the unhappy victim of 
his incestuous cohabitation — is it not indecent U) 
persuade her to an act, which could she have fore- 
scCTi, would, from principles of delicacy, have pre- 
vented the familiar intercourse, in which, as a sistefy 
she had innocently indulged ? — Nay, is it not cruel, 
to render the woman, who had placed confidence in 
him as a brother j a partaker with him, in the fearful 
risks and alarming consequences of such a connec- 
tion ? — Is there not an ample choice among stran- 
gers ? Is it not one of the great objects of marriage 
to enlarge the domestic circle, and cement families 
by new relations ? And is not that great end frus- 
trated, by the contracted, indelicate, and indecent 
selection of a sister in law ? Habita est ratio rectis- 
sima charitatis , ut non in paucitate coarctaretur, sed 
latius atque numeriosius propinquitatibus crebris 
vinculum sociale diffunderetur. Aug. de civit. 15, 
16. 

." Let us study the beautiful and the venerable, as 
well as what is true and Justj in actions, and pursue 
every thing which shall, as such, approve itself ' to 
our consciences ; every thing in which there shall be 
virtue ^md praise. Let us always, in this view, en- 
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deavour to keep the moral sense uncorrupted) and 
pray that God would preserve the delicacy of our 
minds in this respect, that a holy sensibility of soul 
may warn and alarm us to guard against every dis- 
tant appearance of evil.*'* 



* Doddridge. 



SECTION VIL 



OFFENCE. 

"Woe unto the world because of offences! but 
woe to that man by whom the offence comet hJ^'*-^^ Am 
I my brother's keeper," was the reply of a murder- 
er ; and to a certain degree, it is the language of 
every unregencrate heart. Wliat do the wicked 
know of the Church of God, or what do they care 
for offending the members of the Church? But to 
^11 who profess the Christian religion, and especially 
to those who are renewed in the spirit of their minds, 
and devoted to the service of the Redeemer, the 
wo pronounced by him is full of meaning, and 
suggests very serious reflections. 

An OFFENCE is the displeasure, disgust, or scan- 
dal which arises in consequence of the improper and 
sinful conduct of others. This, in some instances, 
it is acknowledged may be improperly excited, and 
offences taken where there is no just cause for an 
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offence. It was thus when the Pharisees, through 
unbelief and malice, were offended at our Lord ; 
and such may also possibly happen, when persons, 
of contracted information, are grieved at transac- 
tions, with the principles and consequences of which, 
they are wholly unacquainted. 

But all offences are not of this description* 
Those against which the divine Saviour denounces a 
wo, are corrupt opinions and evil practices which arc 
injurious and afflictive, discouraging and ensnaring 
to his people. Considering the depravity of man- 
kind, and the innumerable temptations which 
abound, it is morally impossible, but that, under 
the divine permission, such things will happen ; yet, 
however light the sinner may esteem the transgrfes- 
sion, he may rest assured that awful punishment 
awaits the man, whoever he may be, whose rash and 
pernicious conduct proves an occasion to pervert 
ethers, to grieve them, or draw them into sin. 

The marriage of a sister in law is an evil of this 
class. It grieves and offends the Church of Christ. 
It will not avail to boast, that " in our enlightened 
age, it is proper to break the fetters of inveterate 



OFFENCE. 109 

ptejudice and dispel the cload of ancient ignorance/' 
That it is ** magnanimous, by bold eflbrts, to con* 
vince the world and especially Christians, that they 
have been hitherto mistaken in the meaning of the 
divine law and the extent of their liberty.*' Such 
language is characteristic of scofieri who fear not 
God nor regard man ; but it is arrogant and insuf- 
ferable in those who make a profession of religion.--i> 
What claim have such presuming reformers to the 
attention or gratitude of the public ? . With what 
depth of investigation, with what force of argument 
do they support their pretensions? Is not their 
whole plea for marrying a sis&r in law founded in- 
tirely upon frivolous evasions and trifling objections? 
Do they enter at all into the mmts of the question, 
or make any reference to the principles upon which 
its decision depends ? 

The divine kiw has not been obscured in a cloud, 
nor are prejudice and ignorance to be ascribed to 
believers, either under the Old or New-Testament 
dispensation. Throughout every economy of the 
Church, they understood the genuine institution of 
marriage, and knew the precise meaning of the pro- 
hibitionar They never couUL be impeached . for 
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want of knowledge or a deficiency in a well informed 
zeal to obey and vindicate the law of .God ; and they 
are not disposed^ at the present day, to repair to 
young expositors for instruction, nor to modern in-' 
novators for new morals. No fear of resentment 
nor desire to please, no frowns nor smiles can in- 
timidate or allure Christians from their duty. Firm 
to their vows and faithful to their Lord, they now, 
as heretofore, are resolved to ask for the old paths— ^ 
the good way^ and they will walk therein. 

How different from these boasters, were the prin- 
' ciples and conduct of &e humble and holy Apostle ! 
He trembled at the idea of offending his brethren^ 
even in matters which were indifferent and certainly 
not sinful. He would not " offend in any thing," if 
even his eating meat should create an offence, he 
" would eat no flesh while the world standeth, lest 
" he make his brother to offend,"— -and he com- 
mands all " to give none offence, neither to the Jews, 
nor to the Gentiles, nor to the Church of God.'* 

Let not then the advocates for marrying a sister in 
law pretend, that such marriages, by being often re- 
peated and unblushingly defended, do not any long- 
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cr give offence. They know that to be impossible. 
The Church which is not offended by them, would 
be an apostate from truth and duty, and cooperate 
to its own destruction. — The fear therefore of giv- 
ing offence, abstracted from every other considera- 
tion, ought to restrain the advocates for such mar- 
riages from affording their patronage, and especially 
deter all from committing that evil. It is well 
known, and cannot be denied, that those connec- 
tions always have been, and still are, considered by 
all the Churches, a shameful violation of the divine 
law and an open reproach to religion. That, with 
very few exceptions. Christians of all denominations 
are greatly offended and seriously grieved by such 
marriages. And it is time to have it known by ex- 
perience, without fu|[ther indulgence, wavering, or 
hesitation, that the Church of Christ, possesses 
sufficient information, authority, and means, to re- 
move offences and punish offenders. 
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SUMMARY. 

That Ood forbids a man to marry his sister in 
law has been proved beyond contradiction. To il- 
lustrate the subject and exhibit the arguments with 
precision, it was judged advisable to ascend to 
the first principles of marriage and afinity; 
to contemplate the evil of Incest — and ascertain the 
nature and extent of the divine law, which prohibits 
that Clllttbb These interesting topics have unavoid- 
ably introduce a variety of observations, which are 
numerous and diffuse ; but which are perhaps not 
calculated to afford the same instruction or excite 
equal conviction in the minds of some readers^ 
which the same .reasoning would produce, when 
compressed within narrower boundaries. As in- 
struction and conviction are the primary objects in 
view, the following summary is annexed. 

15 
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1. Marriage was not devised by man. It is a di- 
vine ordinance which constitutes an union between 
two persons, and renders them no longer twain, but 
one flesh. It was the exclusive prerogative of God 
to protect and vindicate his own institution ; and he 
has done this, in the most authoritative manner, by 
his positive precepts. The revealed will of God is 
therefore the only standard, agreeably to which all 
questions respecting these who may lawfully enter 
into that holy state^ mustkbe decided.. 

2. The kindred created by marriage is real ; and^ 
as it respects connubial connexions, is constituted 
by the law of God, as sacred and legal as that which 
is founded in blood. To the married persons recf- 
procally, afiinity produces a relation of the same 
grade with consanguinity. The mutual relatives 
become blended and are equally related to both hus- 
band and wife, and this degree of kindred remains 
permanent. — It cannot, by the death of either of 
the parties, be ever changed or dissolved. 

3. Incest is a detestable crime.— The human 
mind revolts against it as filthy, injurious to virtue, 
and inimical to the comfort and prosperity of socie- 
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ty.*— God has forbidden Incest in terms which indi- 
cate his holy indignation against it, and his righte- 
ous determination to punish the individuals, who 
commit the crime, and even to inflict judgments up- 
on any people, who countenance and permit such 
abominations. — The Heathen reprobated it ; Maho- 
metans condemn it ; the Church under both dis- 
pensations forever censured it ; and civil Govern- 
ments have ^ways considered it a crime against so- 
ciety, and punished it, as such. In every form it 
assumes, it is criminal ; and whatever approximates 
to tins accursed sin is injurious to the morals and 
character of the community. — But, a marriage with 
a sistet in law is not a species of distant or slight In- 
cest, it is of the highest grade. Who is so near as 
a sister ? What higher incest can be practised ? 
There is no collateral relative nearer than a sister. 
It is the first in that line ; none but a mother or 
daughter, in the lineal descent, are nearer. — It has 
been demonstrated that the Law of God makes a 
sister by affinity as near to the husband, in respect 
to marriage,^ as a sister by blood. It is therefore In- 
cest of the first degree for him to marry his sister in 
laV. And shall a crime of such magnitude be palliat- 
ed with frivolous arguments, or defended by super- 



lie SUMMAHYv 

ficial evasions ? Is it possible diat men of under- 
standing and conscience, who fear God and would 
not presume to justify the wicked, will dare to pat- 
ronise such daring Incest ? Can they be contented to 
t^t their decision, in such an interesting subject, 
tipon trivial and unimportant objectiohs ? Is the 
holy Law of Grod to be invalidated by sophistical 
subterfuges and unfounded inferences? Will not 
some, who through want of information, have here- 
tofore wavered on this subject, tremble at recollect- 
ing that they have been in danger of approving an 
abominable crime ? Will they not thank God if the 
veil be now rent, and they withheld from vindicat- 
ing a gross transgression t)f the divine Law? — ^Let 
it be remembered^ if Incest in one degree, and es- 
pecially in one of the highest grades^ be indulged, 
*that other species of that detestable sin will rapidly 
multiply. Men majr soonte found sufficiently de- 
graved and unprincipled' to iharry their nieces, and 
perhaps before long, to take their sisters in blood. 
Jt is impossible to foresee to what depths of debauch- 
ery the public manners may be debaseft, or where 
the horrible scene will close.— -It must be checked 
In the bud, and if the virtuous part of the comniu- 
%iity be aroused, and the Churches iailfaful,* it can 
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yotlse tnicoessfuUy resisted, and those scandalous 
^marriages, which are a reproach to the Christiaai 
name, and a disgrace to the nation, will be no mQcr 
repeated. 

4. The law of God is the infallible rule of our 
conduct. — In the establishment of a Theocracy un- 
der the Old Testament, the monU law, and point- 
ed explamitions of all the precepts of the Decalogue, 
vere mingled with those which were peculiar to the 
external state of the Church, and the civil govern- 
ment of the Jews. But the nature of the respective 
moral precepts remained essentially the same, and 
were not in the least altered by boing thus blended 
in one comnioa code. 

5. In the xviii chapter of Leviticus, chastity is 
I0«ii^manded and every species of uncleanness £ot- 
kMiqH^* There art; tarious laws in that chapter suit- 
ed xo ^/ '^ diflFerent objects. Among other crimes 
which ^ A all denominated abominable, Incest is 
first introfucedy and occupies a conspicuous place. 

*— From verse 6 Ip 17 inclusive, the degrees of kin- 

« 
dred, within which God forbids marriage, are di&> 

^ctly emioiefat«d«««It is a rule of explanation 
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which cannot be conti^verted ; that, " every pre^ 
ciept, which expressly names and prohibits any par- 
ticular degree of relation, must be understood to 
comprise all relatives within the same degree, as ful- 
ly as if they had been specifically named." With- 
out admitting this rule, the law would have been 
greatly defective, or must have been tediously prolix* 
— While de^nating degrees more remote, strict 
attention has been^given to the relation of brothers 
and sisters, and marriages with those relatives are 
expressly forbidden* The prohibition extends not 
only to brothers and sisters, by consanguimty^ but 
also to brothers and sisters by affinity. Each is 
particularly recognised. Sisters by blood and sis- 
ters by affinity are considered as relatives equally 
near and legal, as it respects the marriage connec- 
tion, and each is equally forbidden. The case of a . 
sister by affinity is introduced, verse 16. — A mlpr 
by affinity is either a brother^ s ^ife^ or the sist^ of 
a wife. Both are equally sisters ; both are a]j[jed up- 
on the same principle, and both stand Tof he same 
degree of kindred. To prohibit a matriage with 
one, is therefore of course a prohibition with respect 
to the other sister. Whatever exceptions may bfe 
suppoBcd to have sometimes intervened in regard to 
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a sister in law of the former class, there could be 
none to a sister in law of the latter. The sister of a 
deceased wife is, without any possible exemption, 
absolutely and forever prohibited. — In this sense the 
ancient Jews understood the law. They knew they 
were unconditionally forbidden to miarry the sister 
of a deceased wife. The law is unequivocal and as 
it regards the Jews, its meaning cannot be contro- 
verted.. The only question to be decided is, wheth- 
er this law is ceremonial and peculiar to Israel ; or 
whether it is moral and of universal obligation? 
That it cannot be a ceremonial law is evident from 
its possessing none of the properties of a ceremonial 
law, — That it is a moral law is certain — from its 
essential conaection, in its object and scope with 
the seventh precept of the Decalogue — from its ex- 
press reference to the law of nature, and coincidence 
with that very law which the wicked inhabitants of 
Canaan had transgres^d ; and — from its being the 
only written law in the whole Bible, upon the sub- 
ject of Incest ; the only standard by which the Chri&. 
tian church^n ascertain the crime, and agreeably to' 
wluch, by proper discipline, she can preserve her 
purity by excommunicating such criminals. 
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6. Whatever may be the evasions, which menritiw 
terested in the question, may devise, it is undeniably 
indeeent to marry a sister in law. It is inimical ta 
public virtue, to innocent intercourse, and the com- 
forts of society ; and is peculiarly indelicate and cru* 
el to the sister who is made an accomplice in the 
crime. 

T. The divine law against Incest is of perpetual 
obligation, and has always been well understood* 
No instruction upon this subject is now needed, nor 
will any be received from incompetent teachers. 
The Church of the New- Testament is under the 
same law with regard to Incest, with the Church of 
the Old f in every age she has decidedly adopted the 
precepts contained in Levit. xviii. 6. 17. as the on- 
ly standard by which that crime is to be adjudged^ 
It therefore cannot be true, that a marriage with a 
sister in law does not give cffence. And this con- 
sideration atone, abstracted from the authority of the 
divine law which forbids them, ought to deter pro- 
fessing Christians from contracting marriages which 
they know give great offence, and, as such, are very 
sinfuL — Every nation upon earth, where the Chris- 
tian religion prevails, protests against such mar^* 
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rages, and pronounces them scandalous and incestu- 
ous ; and every Church, of every denomination, that' 
is pure in the doctrines of the gos[^l and faithful in 
discipline, is always justly offended by such forbid- 
den connections ; and must and will, without hesita- 
tion, excommunicate any member, who marries 
HIS SISTER, whether it be a sister by consanguinity 
or a sister by affinity ; that is, a sister by bloody or a 
sister in and by the law of God. 
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OBJECTIONS. 

Objections are of no avail agsdnst demonstra- 
tions. Whatever has been proved to be true may 
be contradicted, but can never be rendered false ; 
yet if left unrefuted, objections may become dan- 
gerous to individuals, and, when ^influence joins 
with error, prove injurious to the community. A 
desire to establish the truth and remove prej udice 
will render it, if not a pleasant, still an useful task, 
to introduce and briefly answer every objection that 
is seriously urged, or has the semblance of an argu- 
ment. • 

I. The primary objection is *' that the law against 
lacest, in Levit. xviii. is not a moral but a ceremo- 
nial law ; that while it is confessed God prohibited 
an Israelite from marrying his sister in law, whether 
the wife of his brother or the sister of his wife, yet 
Ithis, being peculiar to the Jews, is not binding upon 

r 

Christians." But where will this lead us? Then a 



124 OBJECTIONS. 

Christian may marry his sister in law, nay, he may 
marry his nearest relatives by consanguinity. There^ 
is no law in the book of God to bind him to the con- 
trary. If the precept respecting one relation be ce- 
remonial, then all the precepts are ceremonial — a 
discrimination is impossible. The Jews then were 
restrained from committing abominable crimes, but 
Christians may perpetrate those very sins with im- 
punity. — Is it possible for men to advance such an 
objection, and look at the unavoidable conclusions, 
without blushing at their prejudice and rashness ? 
Will not the nature of the law, the subject it con- 
templates, the style in which it is expressed and the 
connection in i^ich it is introduced, convince any 
person, capable of understanding the question, that 
the law against Incest caimot be ceremonial, but is 
as much a moral law, as the law of marriage, or 
the seventh precept of the Decalogue? — that it 
b therefore of universal obligation, binding upon 
Christians and all men, equally with the Jews ? Bttt 

« 

a full reply to this unfounded objection has alreiidy 
been anticipated in section V. 

n. It is objected that " there is no intrinsic evil 
In the marriage of a wife's sister ; that there is notfa-, 
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ing in the principle relating to the connection itself, 
or in its consefuencesy with respect to the individu* 
als and their families, that is repugnant to any moral 
obligation or injurious to the interests of society." — 
But this is no objection, it is a rash assumption of 
the fact, an absurd petitio principii. Objections in 
the same style, and with equal propriety, might be 
made in regard to any marriage, even with the near- 
est relatives. But, when restricted to a sister in law^ 
let it be remembered, that God himself has decided 
the question. His express command determines 
whether such a connection be intrinsically evil or 
not ; and as to what regards die consequences of such 
marriages, a sufficient answer is found in section 
VJ, under the tide of decency. 

III. An objection, upon which high confidence 
is placed, is taken from the law in Deut. xxv. 5— > 
10, where it is enacted ; that " if brethren dwell to- 
gether, and one of them die, and have no child, thie 
wife of the dead shall not marry without unto a 
stranger; her husband's brother shall go in unto 
her, and take her to him to wife, &c." From this 
dispensation it is argued ; ^^ that the Law in Levit. 
forbidding Incest, must be considered as ceremonial^ 
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since whatever is moral caanot be clianged or.dis^ 
poised with;" to this, an extravagant inference is 
also added, *^ that the singular exception made by 
the law in Deut. xxv. rescinds the whole precept 
against marrying a sister in law." But this objec- 
tion and inference arise from an imperfect knoW'> 
ledge of what is meant by a moral law ; and from 
inaccurate views of the nature of exceptions to ^isxy 
law. 

1. There are duties which are invariably obliga- 
tory, because they are founded upon the infinite per* 
lections of God, and inseparable from the very na- 
ture of man ; such as a supreme love to God, and a 
sincere love to each other, and whatever is essential* 
ly connected with these. It is acknowledged that 
the law which binds to these duties is moral in the 
most extensive sense of the term. The principles 
upon which these duties are founded, are in their 
very nature unchangeable ; they are inscribed as 
such upon the human heart ; and have been repeat- 
edly promulgated by a divine revelation. These 
therefore never can, nor ever will be dispensed with. 
But there are other duties which arise from posiiive 
iawsy the whole extent of whose principles we do 



I 
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not comprehend, and which, had it not been for aiv 
express revelation, would never have been known 
or recognised as a rule of conduct: yet when re- 
Tealed, become equally obligatory, and are as morale 
in regard to their binding power and requisite obe- 
dience, as any other law or obligation whatsoever.. 
Now, the whole law against Incest, like the law of 
marriage, is a positive law ; but it is not the less 
moral J after it has been promulgated. And the 
same divine authority which enacted this positive 
law, possessed the power, to make any changes re- 
specting the operations of that law, which infinite 
wisdom might suggest— nmor can any such particular 
dispensations make any essential alteration in the na- 
ture of the law itself, or abrogate its general obliga* 
tion. 

2. The case expressed in Deut. xxv. is a re ^ 
stricted municipal regulation, and is evidently a par- 
ticular exception to a general rule.* But what Is 
the nature of exceptions ? how are they to be con- 
strued ? It is well known, and ought to be rcmem- 



* CalvH^ad others iuppose that by brother in this law, is meant, not a broth- 
er by consttnguinity, but any other near relative ; their opinion is founded upon 
the expllddatioir of thh Law in the ease of Boaz and Ruth. 



12« QBJECTIONS- 

bered by the patrons of this objection, that excep* 
tions do not comprise the general principle of a 
Law, or they would not be exceptions but repeals. 
— They always confirm the law, to which the excep- 
tions refer, and must be construed strictly, or they 
would destroy the general rule itself. — Tliey are only 
a suspension of the law, in the particular cases spe* 
cified, and cannot extend to any other cases/ much 
less to the whole law to which they relate. 

The Law in Deut. is not intended to ascertain the 
degrees of kindred in which marriages are prohibit- 
ed ; that was fully and unequivocally done in Levit. 
xviii. The only object of the exception is express- 
ly mentioned. A brother is directed to marry the 
widow of his deceased brother, but the case limits 
itself with great precision. It must be a brother 
who died without male issue — Vu Ben Aen lo — et 
filius non ei fuerit. Had the deceased left a son^ the 
general law against Incest would have rendered a 
marriage with his widow, as incestuous as with any 
other woman near of kin. 

It is evident that this exception was wholly re- 
stricted to the Theocracy, and enacted for the ex^ 
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press purpose of preserving families and inheritan* 
ces inviolate until the Messiah came. Whatever 
then might be the scope or the operation of the ex« 
ceptien, it must necessarily expire with the Theo* 
cracy ; but this has long since answered the sublime 
purposes for which it was established, and is now 
dissolved. The exception in question therefore, 
and all the other peculiarities attached to the econo* 
my of the Old Testament, ce^^ to be any longer of 
force. A similar case is impossible under the New* 
Testament. Christians therefore can never, upon 
any contingency, be permitted to marry a ^ster in 
law, who has been the wife of a deceased brother, 
and still less, a sister in law, who is the sister of a 
deceased wife^ to whom the dispensation in Deut. 
never did, and in the nature of things, never could 
apply. 

The conclusion is unavoidable : there is nothing 
in the law of Deut. xxv. which invalidates the moral 
nature and perpetual obligation of the law against 
Incest, in general, or the precept against marrying 
a sister in law in particular ; nothing which in any 
form or degree can be binding upon Christians under 
the dispensation of the New-Testament ; and noth- 

^ 17 
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ing, in the letter or spirit of that precept, which ha^ 
the least reference to the question before us. To 
apply it to the sister of a deceased wife is a species 
of reasoning, of which men of cultivated minds 
ought to be ashamed. 

. IV. A fourth objection is raised from Levit, Iff. 
18. " neither shalt thou take a wife to her sister to 
vex her, to uncover her nakedness, beside the otft* 
er, in her life time." From this precept it is infer- 
red : " that the natural sister of the wife is intend* 
cd ; that the marriage with such a sister is forbidden 
only during the life of the wife : and the very ex- 
ception, in her life time^ evinces, the prohibition 
did not extend farther, and therefore after the death 
of the wife, the surviving husband might lawfully 
marry the sister : for why should any stress be put 
upon the circumstance of her being alive ? Why 
should the law specify in her life tinie, if it did not 
mean to limit the prohibition to her life time only, 
during which it would be unlawful, but afterwards, 
it might become legitimate." Upon this objection 
the baseless fabric of the incestuous connection in 
question perhaps principally rests. Two observa- 
tions will suffice to show it has no foundation* 
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1. The whole law concerning Incest closes with 
the 17th verse. The precept contained in the 18th 
verse respects altogether another crime, and is as 
distinct from Incest as any of the other cases which 
follow in the chapter. It is a law upon another sub- 
ject, and relates wholly and only to polygamy. 
It forbids the taking of any wife beside the other, 
during her life time, and the reason is not derived 
from Incest, but because polygamy is a source of 
domestic vexationy and destructive of all the inter- 
esting ends of marriage. 

If the natural sister of the wife were here intend- 
ed, it could not, even then, be considered as an im- 
plicit permission to marry such sister after the death 
of the wife, for this was already absolutely forbid- 
den verse 16. and, the whole cause of the prohibi- 
tion in verse 18. refers to the vexation of the wife— •- 
but why should her sister be specified as the most 
vexatious partner? The pret-.nded argument, to 
recommend the marrying a deceased wife's sister, 
would prove that of all other women she would be 
the least exceptionable and the most desirable asso- 
ciate of a living sister. — But, that the natural sister 
cannot be meant is evident, because the law would 
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tllen implyy that a man might marry ony othttr wo- 
man, in the life time, of his wife, provided, die 
was hot her sister s which would be implicitly to li- 
cense polygamy, instead of forbidding it.~An in- 
ference which no modest commentator would dare 
to countenance. — ^^ The whole of this objection is 
founded upon a mistake. However our translation 
sounds, there is not a syllable in the passage about 
^marrying a wife's sister more than about maxryimg 
any other woman. The text has nothing to do 
with the marriage of a wife's sister. It is a clear, 
ample, and absolute prohibition of polygamy.'' 

Polygamy is of ancient date, and appears to have 
been practised in the early periods of the Churdh^ 
even by some of the best of men, without an accus- 
ing conscience. The only apology that can be stijg^ 
-gested to palliate the crime is, that possibly the pure 
principles of religion and morality were not so well 
understood at that time, as afterwards. But no 
apology inust be attempted. It always was sinftil| 
-tod was forever the source of domestic evils. It is 
beyond dispute that polygamy is contrary to the let- 
ter and spirit of the origiiial Institution, and was po- 
intively forbidden. To the law Which prohibits po- 



OBJECTIONS. laS 

lygamyy the Prophet Malachi appeals chap* U«— » 
14, 15^ 16* To this our Lord refers Mat. xix. 5—* 
7. And this, the Apostle confirms X Cor. vii. 2. 
But where is it forbidden ? Where is the law which 
direcdy prohibits polygamy ? In the seventh com- 
inand of the Decalogue it is indeed implied, but it 
is no where expressly denounced in the whole reve- 
lation of the divine law, excepting in this very pre- 
cept Levit. xviii. 18. To which niay be added 
Deut. xviL 17. Where kings are commanded not 
to multiply wives • * 

2. The undeniable proof that this precept, verse 
18. refers. wholly to polygamy, and can suggest no 
argoment in &vour of manying the natural sister 
after the death of the wife, is deduced from the idi* 
om peculiar to the. Hebrew language, which is 
adopted in this texbf Whatever construction an 



* Grvtim maintained that polygamy was allowed to the Jews, io coosequeace 
of ezpressioos in thmr municipal precepts, which seemed to suppose soch eases to 
exist. Drasios and otfiers ioristed, that it was prohibited in the letter of their law ; 
yet permitted, by winking at the offence, for the hardness of their hearts. But 
the argiMnentsi, above raendaactd, sofliee to provt that it was positively forbid- 
den, and always sinfiiL 

t The term sUUr is used with great latitude in scripture. It fHmafily signi- 
Bes, a sister by comangoiiiity or by aAoity, either otoe who is desceoddd from 
the saow ptreats, iiombotfa or frofQooe^ them, aadisa sister by blood; oi, 
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I 

English reader, who is inattentive to the subject, 
may put upon the phrase, it is impossible for any 
who have the least acquaintance with the original, or 
are capable of comparing scripture with scripture, 
to hesitate one moment in deternuning the true 
meaning. 

The word acha^ which is used in the plural achoty 
and with the possessive pronoun her, achotah^ in its 
literal meaning, denotes a natural sister : So Gen. 
xii. 13. — 2 Sam. iii. 1. — and bo Levit. xviii. 9. 11, 
12, 13. Achotah is however frequently used, by 
Synecdoche, as referring to any near and endearing 
relative, so Gen. xxiv. 49. 60. — Jerem. XtA\. 18* 
But when the word isha a woman or wijcy is joined 
to achotahy her sister y it becomes a phrase, and is 
employed metaphorically to express, either any thing 
which is like another, as Jerem. iii, T.-^Ezek. xvi* 



one who is a tlster in Ian, who has become a sister by the Ian of marriage, Rvih 
1. Id. — But it is frequently employed more exUnsivdyj to denote any near rela- 
tives. So, they were called the brothers and mUrt of the Lord Jesus Christ, 
Mat. xiii. b5. Mark iv. 3. who were only his cousins, the children of the sisters 
of the virgin Mary. — It is also a term expressive of affeeUon, So the divine Sa- 
viour calls the Church his m<er, Cant, viii. 8. and as such he esteems all his faith- 
ful followers, Mat. xii. 30. So the primitive believers who viewed each other ai 
brethren, called Christian women sisters^ Rom. xvi. 1. James ii. 15. 2 Johi 
xiii. — The name sister is also frequently introduced,/!j;ttrai»vel^. ** I have said to 
the worm thou art my mother and my sister^'*^ Job. xvii. 14. *^ Say unto wisdooi 
thou art my sufer/' Prov. vii. 4. 
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45, or most frequently any thing that is (uided to or 
joined with another of the same kind. There are 
many instances of this singular phraseology, M^iich 
expressly illustrate the passage before us, see JBxod. 
xxvi. 3. Mve curtains shall be coupled together^ 
ONE TO ANOTHER ; Isha cl achotah^ a wife to her 
sister, and other five curtains shall be coupled one 
to another ; Isha el achotahy a wife to her sister, 
so also verse 5. and 6. of that chapter. The same 
words are found, Ezek. i. 9. Their wings were 
joined one to another ; Isha el achotah, a wife to her 
sister, so verse 23. their wings straight the one to- 
wards the other ; Isha elachotah, a wife to her sis- 
ter. And again, Ezek. iii. 13. The wings, of the 
living creatures that touched one another ; Isha el 
achotah, a wife to her sister. It is remarkable that 
this is not only the construction where the phrase 
has Isha, in the feminine, but, by the same idiom, 
it is found of Ish in the masculine, a man or hus- 
band, when in opposition to ach a brother, so Gen. 
xxvi. 31. They sware ; Ish le achiev, a husband to 
his brother, that is, one to another, so Exod. xxv. 
' SSO. Their faces shall look ; Ish le achiev, the hus^^ 
band to his brother y that is, one to another : and Jo^ 
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«/ ii, 8« Neither shall one thrust another ^ ve isA 
a$ht€Vf the hushand shall not fhrust hisi broth0^ ■. * 
J. •- ■• •' ** 

,. The /Words and phrase in the verse before us are* 
exactly the same with those. ciXtd^-r-uih^ el achottafy^- 
a wife or woman to her sistet^. . If it then be asked 
how the term w^cr, and the whole. phrase, a wf/eto 
her sister in this ISth verse must be understood? 
the answer is obvious-; it cannot be in a literal, but 
is evidently to b^ taken in a figuratdve sense. One - 
to another^ that is one wife to another wife. - Ariua . 
Montanus, in his latin version has translated all the 
passage* in which the phrase occurs, . literally ,^ W(H:d 
for word, mulier ad sororem ejus-r^thai is» the woman 
or wife to her sister, but he adds in the margin aUe* ' 
ra ad alteram^ or altera alt&rif the one to the other* * 
It is to be regretted that our accurate and faithful 
translators, who in all the other passages attended to '■ 
the idiom of the hebre w, and rendered the phrase cor- v 
rectly, did not do the same in this verse. They ought v 
to have expressed it, neither ^halt thou take one ^ 
wife to another. The wife was evidently fhe sub. 
ject, and the word wife might have been added^ as 
in numberless instances, to elucidate the meaning, 
when it would read : neither shalt thou take one wife 
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t9 another wife to vex her^ ^e. This would have 
made the precept perfectly pkdn, and corresponded 
cxacdy with the original. But, *^the Protestant 
translators liiade conscienee of adhering as closely tiy 
the very phraseology of the original as could be doiie 
without destroying the sense : and as no church ad«^ 
mitted the lawfulness of marrying a wife's sister or 
supposed it to be a matter of doubt^ the translators, 
never dreamed, that the passage in question would 
€ver have been perverted to the support of such as^ 
error.''* 

Nothing more was then intended in the precept^t 
V. 18, than the prohibition of polygamy. After the 
i]batb of his wife, a man might marry again, but dut^ 
ing her life time^ he shall take no wife of any de«. 
scription, no other wife, together with or in addition 
to the wife he already has. All the inferences or 
arguments therefore, in favour of marrying the sis* 
ter, after the death of the wife, deduced from this 
verse, are frivolous and ridiculous. It is amazing 
that any Christian, especially any Christian Minister 
can permit himself to draw a conclusion so- wild and 

* Ghrigtlau^s Magaiiae. 

18 
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unfounded. It is astonishing that any should dare 
lo invalidate an authoritative law of God against In« 
cest; upon the mere phraseology of a single precept 
which has no respect to Incest at all ; that any should 
presume to make the divine law, which is pUun and 
decisive ; and obedience to it, which may not be dis* 
puted or withheld, to depend upon a quibbling 
construction of a single word, which nothing but 
want of information could suggest. 

V, It is objected that the Jews maintain *^the law 
against Incest does not forbid an Israelite to marry 
his sister in law; and as they must be supposed 
to be the best expositors of their own law, 
wjc may concluck this relative was not forbidden.'' 
Indeed I-r-how much of the Mtsehnay or of the Bab- 
ylonish or Jerusalem Talmud these men of erudition,, 
who suggest the objection, may have read, and how 
familiar they may have been, with the Rabbinical 
writers, is of very little weight in this argument. 
The fact is denied. Many of the Jewish Rabbins 
in answer to the application from Henry VIII. gave 
it; under their hands in hebrew, ^^ that the laws of Le- 
viticus and Deuteronomy were thus to be reconcil- 
ed. — That the law erf mju'rying the brother's wife 
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irhen he died without children did only bind in the 
bird of Judea, to preserve families and maintain their 
successions in the land, as it had been divided by 
lot. But that in all other places of the woHd, the 
kw of Leviticus, of not marrying the brother's \nfe 
was obligatory.*' • 

Whatever some modern Jews may have asserted, 
it is not assuredly the doctrine of the Misck- 
na. But grant it were so; admit it to be one 
of the interpretations in the farrago of their traditions ; 
what then? What argument can it produce to the 
purpose ? Had not that unhappy people, even pre- 
vious to their terrible excbmmimication fkx)m the 
Church of God, 16st the key of knowledge ? Did 
not our blessed Lord call them "blind leaders 
of the blind, who tr^sgress the commandments of 
God, by their traditions ; making the word of God 
of none effect V^ Atid is this die people to whom 
Christians must go for instruction ? Are these the 
men who are the best expositors of the scriptures, 
which they evidently do not understand? Is the 
law against Incest their law "exclusively, is it not 
also our law ? Does it not bind us as fully as it did 
them? Do we not know how to expound our 



own law, without tlie assistance of the enemks ot 
Uie ci^oss, upon whose fwt tiiGveil stUi remain^f 
Wb^hep some ignorant and licendous Rabbles pa^ 
Ironised &€ marriage of a caster ia law, or whether 
^ learaed and virtuous Caraites cqpposed it, is dt 
imali concern to us. We are in the school of Christ 
^and have the promise of being taught of God. 

VL The difficoHy raised from the first marriages 
m Adam's family, where brothers and sisters t^ 
'consanguinity, were necessarily connected, is so 
foUy obviated l|y:.what has.been observed respecting 
the nature of a positive moral law^ that it requires: 
m> attention. ^ Other objections have been seduloasM 
Ijr collected ; but they are altogcdier foreign to th^ 
|)rinc]ple& opon which the subject ifests, and too friw 
^ploua and sophistical, to be worthy,. jo£ hodcew 
'Onb however remains, which is mentioned wi^ situ' 
"C^re grief and^great reluctance, a It wouid gladly be 
suppressed, but faithfulness imperiously, forbidis.' ' 
^t has no essential respect to the merits of the ques^ 
tion, ^but it is popular, , and, upon minds: unaccos^ 
tomed lo think for themselves, has^ probabfy' had 
more influence than the weightiest ailments, ft 
i»a^ not tber^fore -bo passed in «ileiioe. 
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Ijtia objected diat ^^ there are instelfioes of men, 
^HiaJRtftining a good standing in the Church, and even 
highly, esteemed for their piety, who haire married 
the isisters of their deceased wives ; and as 6uch meit 
are presumed to be acquainted with the word of 
'God, and conscientious in their conduct, it must 
be taken for granted, by persons of inferior stand- 
ing, that it*is not an unlawful act, and that their ex- 
ample should encourage and ought to justify others 
ip doing the same." 

If it be indeed a .fact, that mea of {»ety have 
married their sisters in law, it is greatly to be la- 
mented. It is a cause of sorrov ^nd offence that 
those who are com^Doanded to shine as lights in the 
world, ^and« above all others, to avoid die appear- 
ance of evil, should be the unhappy instruments of 
leading their weaker brethren into sin, smd strength^ 
*tning the haiids<^df the wicked* But in answer to^ 
* 'the objection. ^^ 

1. None will deny that characters are known to 
'God alone. Men may niake a profession oi r^li*' 
£^, and even obtain a high reputation among thtf: 
^Lord's people, and yet be actually sfirangdrs to the 
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power of godliness. It is therefore possible, thc^, 
to whom the objection refers, do not truly possess , 
the grace and piety for which the public gjve them 
credit. Their conduct, in this instance at 4east, 
exposes their profession to a challenge, and ought, 
to excite them to a very serious examination, 
whether they be in the faith. 

2. But admitting them to be really pious ; and 

that they plead *^ a conscience void of offence, de^ 

daring, that in the integrity of their hearts^ and in* 

Twcency of their handsy they have done tkii thing > 

that they put a different construction upon the 

divine law, and^ although they knew they approach- 

ed very near, yet they were not aware of being ac- 

tually guilty of Iiicest." To this apology, as it re- 

^cts themselves^ they can only be told, tfiat their 

declaration is received with great candor and admit- 

- ^■ 
ted with much charity ; but the validity of their 

plea must be left to the searcher of hearts/ He ' 
knows — what their motives were ; — what their op- 
portunities for obtaining tetter information — their 
solemn warnings ,j^ a^nst the crime, and — their 
struggles, in the first instance, against convictions ; 
these are aU before him, and with him they must re- 
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Xtisdn. The community b no judge of motives^ 
Actions claim the public attention, and censure fix- 
es upon conduct alone. It is upon their example 
the objection is founded ; it is because they have done 
this thing — it is because they have married a sister 
in law. 

3. Conceding them to be truly pious, and with- 
out the least suspicion or imputation to the contrary; 
yet what commendation can their piety add to a 
•transaction which is actually evil ? What influence, 
as it respects others^ ought their example to pro- 
duce? — They rvc mdttd preserved in Jesus Christy 
and have the infallible promise of being kept by the 

ft ^ 

power of God^ through faith unto salvation. Their 

sanctification i^ a sure benefit of the covenant of 

.■ • i ' 

grace, and they will, agreeably to their predestina- 
tion, be certainly conformed to the image of the 
Son of God, Jim , viii. 29. And finally be pre-^ 
sen ted to himself not having spot or wrinkle. In 
this life, that precious benefit commences ; when 
they arc born again, they then begin to live byfaithj 
and delight in the law of Ood, after the inward 
man. Yet perfection in degrees is not attained here; 
there is another law in their members warring 
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against the law of their mind; which too ofteA 
brings them into captivity to the law of wtj and 
^s will be their burden, under which, they witt 
groan, as long as they are in the flesh ; for if we say * 
that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves^ and the 
truth is not in us. Hence the spiritual warfare, the 
severe conflicts of the divine life ; hence the neces-? 
^ty of putting on the whole armour of God ; and 
hence the repeated exhortations to wateky ^andfa^t 
in the fiith^ and be strong ; to look unto J'esu^ 
who is the finisher as well as the author of faith ; and 
through him to obtain Xhs. victory.— JBux there is nc^ 
promise which secures them, when they yield to. 
temptations, from the possibility of backsliding^ oc 
even from falling into such sins as wound the repu:-^ 
tation of religion ^nd give great occasion to the ene-^ 
mies of the Itord to blaspheme. Can therefore their 
conduct, whiph ought to be a practical comment up*» 
on the divine law, when it becomeJfte reverse, dis- 
annul the obligation to obedience ? Will their per- 
sonal piety justify their deviations from the com- 
mandments of God, oc will i« be right and safe for 
othejTSf to take encouiagement from their backslid-^ 
ings to commit the same crime ? 
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/ David was a pious maii«-4)ut could ihe sins oS 
i^^hich he was.guilty abrogate the decalogue^ or: ren. 
commend such enormous tran^jesaions to the imi*. 
taticHi of others? Peter lyas a pious raan-*-But coukl: 
his denial of his Lord frustrate the divine law or sug^ 
gest any argument to render falsehood and profanity 
innocent arid commendable ? Let God be trucy but 
every t^an a liar. The law of God is the rule of 
conduct* Not the acts of men, not even of the most 
advanced saints. Sin, wherever it exists, and by 
whomsoever it is perpetrated, is that al)ominable 
thing which God l^tes and will assuredly punish* 
This awful and interesting truth is confirmed by the 
divine procedure in the instance of David. Th6 
humble penitent was pardoned, but a train of deso- 
lating judgments afflicted his family, and filled his 
cup with bitterness. So far from lessening the evil, 
when committed by his own people, it becomes en- ^ 
hanced, and si)!|||pr'them, is exceeding sinful. If 
they be indeed regenerate and pious, the Lord 
**will take away their sin; they shall not die. ' 
There is redemption through the blood of Christ ; 
even the forgiveness of sins." >iGrace will prevail ; 
and when the obstacle to their being received again 
into communion shall be removed, either by the 

19 
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death of the sister whom they had mahried, or 
by tlie separation of the parties, they will not 9nly 
profess contrition for having offended the Churchy 
but also for the sin itself^ by which they have offend- 
ed their God* * 

To their divine Saviour the penitent transgress- 
ors are referred ; but let not their conduct, in conx* 
initting this crime, be any more suggested aft an e2;« 
ample to be imitated. And let the Churches indulge 
Ae hope that whatever others may do,* no members, 
and especially none who are esteemed for their pie* 
ly, Mill never again excite grief, and cause offence^ 
by marrying a sisT£a in law* 

* 1 Cpr. V. 12, ja 
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SECTION X. 



TESTIMONY. 

When a proposition has been demonstn^ed, w^ 
the objectioijs supposed to militate against it are rp- 
futed ; nothing more can be demanded to confing 
its truth, and render it worthy of all acceptation* 
Human testimony is not requbit^ to establish the 
jmeanipg or augment the authority of the Jaw of 
God. ]His law possesses its own intrinsic eyidenc^i 
and is its own interpreter* l^ut if it can be shpwiqi 
that the greatest and best men, who in different agesy 
adorned the Christian Chureh, have unequivocally 
concunred in adding their decided testimony, and 
have professed exactly the same sentiment ; it will 
sU; least induce a favpurable attention to the argu- 
ments, and convince the unprejudiced reader, that 
the escppsitions and reasonings are not rash and in- 
considerate.-;— -A few only will be selected from a 
nuiperous host ; which shall be closed with docu«> 
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ment^ of importance to the Reformed Dutch 
Church. 

In several Ecclesiastical CouNciLsitwasdecreed^ 
** That all marriages within the prohibited degrees- 
were incestuous and void ; and that the contracting 
parties should be cast out of the communion of the 
Church." The marriage with a sist«r in law was 
expressly mentioned and included within the prohi- 
bited degrees. In this decision the Church was sup - 
ported by the civil law of the Roman Empire after 
it became Christian, which expressly interdicted 
such marriages, and pointedly forbade a man to 
marry the wife of a deceased brother, or the sister 
of a deceased wife. See inter alia, ** Fratris uxo- 
remducendi, vel duabus sororibus conjungendi pe- 
nitus licentiam summovemus, &c. we absolute- 
ly withhold the liberty of marrying the wife of a 
brother, or joining in wedlock' with two sisters." 
Casar. Cod. Lib. v. Tit. v. de Incest, nupt. Leg. 5. 

Among the Fathers in the Greek Chbtrch, 
as they are called; Origen uponLevit. 20. Chrt- 
sosTOM.Homil. 71 on Mat. 22.; and Basil, 
unite in asserting the universal and unchangeable 
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obligation of the law of Leviticus against Incest. 
Basil, who lived in the fourth century and for his 
learning and piety, was distinguished by the title of 
THE GREAT, has cxprcsscd his sentiments upon this 
subject, with a precision, zeal atid force of argu- 

4 

ment, which reflect honour upon his understanding 
and his heart. He is decided, and lays it down as 
a foundation, that the laws in Levit. 18. and 20. re- 
specting marriages are moral and still in force. 
Only a few paragraphs can be here extracted and 
translated from his epistle to Diodorus. — " Letters 
were brought to us under the signature of Diodorus, 
but excepting the name, there was nothing of Dio- 
dorus in them. It seems your name was prefixed to 
add weight to the question, whether it is lau^ul for a 
man to marry the sister of his deceased wife. And 
by this forgery, to recommend and support an ob- 
scene transaction. I would have sent you the Let- 
ters, if they had been at hand, to enable you to vin- 
dicate both yourself and the truth, but as the person 
who had those letters is absconded, and is making a 
bad use of them, I now write to you, that we may 
detect this spurious work and prevent its proving in- 
jurious to any. — We might in the first instance ob* 
ject, and in matters of this kind, such objection is 
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of great importance, that among us Christitmi^ there 
b no such custom, and custom has the authority of 
law.-T-But I am far &om allowing that the divine 
JUawgiver lias l^n silent upon tins subject f on the 
cpntrary, I assert that he has most severely aii4 
p^Uedly interdicted such marriages— rfpr that alone, 
thou shah not approach to any who is near of kin, 
certainly includes this sj^ecies of relation ; for what 
is so near to a qfian as his wife^ are th^ not one 
flesh? By the ivife therefore, her sister becoraM^ 
oearly related to the husjband. For a^ he may not 
marry the.mother of h^s wi&, or th^ daMjgKter pf his 
wife^ so for th^ sapcie rjeai^n th^t he may not ta)ce ijijt^ 
mother or the daughter, h^ may not tal^e the sister of 
his wife ; yea, no ipore than he may take his own 
idster by blood-r— If they cannot contain, let them 
mprry, even so, but it is not said they may contract 
unlawful mwi^^rrrdoth not Hatui:e herself frown 
upon such indecent connections, which obliterate 
the very appeUations of jcelatives ? By wh^ name 
of alliance can those be designated who ai^e born in 
{»uch wedlock ? ^viU yxM^ .call them brothers, or qpur 
sii^s? the confusion l^s rendered tl^e^ ,|;K)ith« O 
msm, do not w^t the aut^ become the mother of 



in ybw firtiiily. In fine, if anj^ man wtsheft to «Mer 
into a lawful marriage^ the whole world is befoiY 
him.^-'Btit I must close, and I pray my warnings 
may check this inordinate concupiscence i or that it 
be limited to places where it is tolerated, and that 
such wickedness may never be suffered to progress 
in our country." 

HssircHiirs on Levit. xviii. and xx. proves that 
these prohibitions were oniversdlly obligatory, be* 
cause both the Egyptians and Canaanites are taxed 
for marrying witlun those degrees ; from whence ht 
infers, '* that they are of moial and eternal obligt- 
tioft,'^ 

Of the Latin FAtfitits v Tfi]^Tlxt.2iiA]r, wh# 
lived within a centaury after the Apostles, express^ 
declaims, ^^ that the law forbid<ting to marry a sister 
in law is still binding upon Cliristiiins." liib. iv» 
contra Marcianem; «md AiiBsosiirs Lib. viuk 
E^Hst. 66; Smr0U^ coMr^ Hekndium; and Av* 
cusTiNUs contra Fauatum^ €ap» fi, 9, 10. quest. - 
64. de Civitate Dti* cap^ xvi. &e« AH held to tiie ^ 
mord nature and universal extentirf'the law of Levitt 
ic«3; they particul^iiy cefiited tihia obffiction uirged 
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firom Abraham's marrying his hal£ sister, and Jacob 'i^ 
marrying two sisters at the same time ; . as well a39 
from the dispensation in the law of Deut. 25. Aiid 
they proved it to be absolutely unlawful for a, man 
to marry his sister inlaw* 

What the Grecian and Latin Fathers maintained 
upon this subject, has been well expressed in 
the following summary. "The l^w of marriage 
was originally giveh by God to Adam in the state qf 
innocence, with this declaration that man and wife 
were one flesh; but'.being afterwards corrupted by 
the incestuous commixtures of thoi^e which wcrQ 
near of kin, in the nearest degrees, the primitive 
law was again revived by Moses. And, those pro* 
jhibitions. respe^tiqg t^e degrees of kindred and af- 
finity, are not to be considered, as new laws and jyi- 
diciary precepts, but as a restoring the law of na- 
ture, originally given by God, which was then much 
COTrupted. For as. the prefaoe which is sjo often re; 
peated before these laws, / am the Lord infers that 
they were conformable to the divine nature ; so the 
consequences of them show they . were moral and na- 
tural. For the transgressions of them are called 
wickedness and abominationsj and are said to defile 
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the kmi: and the violation of them is charged upon 
the Canaanites^ ^ by which the land was pdluted^ 
and for which^ it did vomit out the inhabitants'-^ 
fix>in whence it must be concluded that these weitt 
not mere positive and ceremonial precepts, which 
were binding only upon the Jews, but were parts of 
the law of mankind and nature ; otherwise those na- 
tions could contract no guilt by their violating them. 
•r-Among the fix-bidden degrees, one respects the 
sister in law, Levit. xviii. 16. and xx« 21. These 
^ur clear and express laws of God, which therefore 
must necessarily oblige all persons, of what rank Qt 
descripticm soever, without exception. '^ 

Among the celeln^ted Re jokmxrs there was not 
a dissenting voice. They were explicit and unani- 
mous upon the subject.^ Zuinglivs, in a letter 
to Grineus, enlarges upon four points, asserting*T-l. 
That although civil magistrates should tolerate such 
marriages, yet no power on earth can render void the 



* MiLAiicuTOS, nrltii bis cbaraGteristic modesty, dccluied to give his bpio* 
ioo upon the questioOf when requested by Henry VIII. from which, it has bten 
sdgeested thmt be differed from his brethren In this article. But as he afterwards 
joined with the Lutheran divines in their decision upon that subject, he cannot 
be considered to have maintained opposite sentiments. — K similar cenclusion mvf 
perbapi also apply to Bucrk. 

20 
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law of God. 2. That the Apostles made no ne^ir taW 
respecting marriage, under the gospel, but left this 
article as they found it. 3. That marrying witlun 
near degrees was abhorred by the Greeks and other 
civilized Heathen. And, 4. That such marriages^ 
being against the law of God, ought to be dissolved. 

The sentiments of Calvik maybe satirfactprily 
gathered from two of his letters. One is supposed, 
from the closing paragraph, to have been written to 
Grioeus. Of the other, it is uncertain to whom it 
was addressed. They are both to be found in tl^ 
collection of his epistles. In the first he writes; 
" It must be maintained that the prohibition, respect- 
ing sisters in law, is one of those, which time nor. 
place can never abrogate. It proceeds from the very 

fountain of nature, and is founded upon the gener4 
principle of all laws, which is perpetual and inviokr 
ble.*— When the Emperor Claudius obtained the 
sanction of the senate to remove the opprobrium of 
his incestuous marriage with Agrippina, there was 
none found to imitate his example, excepting only 
one liberated slave. I mention this to show how 
inviolable the law of nature is, even among profane 
nations.— Let the examples drawn from the heathen,. 
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if in virtue and modesty they should appear to ex* 
ceed us, make us ashamed. — Indeed to me, this sin- 
gle admonition of Paul is sufficient : * Whatsoever 
things are honest, whatsoever things are just, what- 
soever things are pure, whatsoever things are lovely, 
whatsoever things are of good report ; if there be 
any virtue, and if there be any praise, think on these 
things.' " 

In the other letter, Calvin says : " It is sufficient- 
ly known in what degrees of consanguinity, God in 
his law forbids marriage. — What relates to the de- 
uces of affinity is equally obvious. There are some 
who dispute, or rather cavil, whether it is not law- 
ful for a man to take the sister of his deceased wife ; 
and they seize, as a pretext, upon the words, Levit. 
xviii. 18. during her life time. But their error is 
refuted by the very words of that text. Because 
what is there condemned by Moses, is not for In- 
cest, but for cruelty to the wife. That text actual- 
ly respects Polygamy." 

EcoL AMPADiTTS, in a letter dated 1531, asserted : 
" That the law in Leviticus did bind all mankind ; 
and that the law in Deuteronomy respecting a broth- 



156 TfcSTrMONir. 

er's marrying his sister in law was a dispensafion of 
God to his own law, which dispensation belonged 
only to the Jews." — Similar citations might be made 
from t)ie writings of Beza^ BulUnger^ Urtinus^ 
Mu9culuSi and others^ who were eminent for their 
profound erudition and exemplary piety, in the re« 
formed Cantons of Switzerland, in Genfeva^ and on 
the Rliiiie, 

It has already been noticed, section vi. that the 
&OMAN Catholics^, comiptcd as they are in 
doctrines, modes of worship, and government, have 
always acknowledged the extent and univl^sal obli- 
gation of the law of Levit. respecting inX5est.--*That 
notwithstanding the shameful dispensations which 
for political purposes, have frequently been made \ 
many of their universities and dignified'prelates liaVt 
boldly disputed the authority of the Pope% and con- 
tradicted their right to dispense, with the kw of God. 
Beiside the citations referred to above, tliere is a sin- 
gular anecdote mentioned by /oAoiiPfii^ 7Wr Hrenm^ 
ta^ which he says happened while he was Cardinal \ 
♦* ThAt a king of France appKed for jMrmissioB to 
marry die sister of his deceased Wife^ but WM re- 
-fiised.^ 
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AU the PioTBSTAHT Ckvrches have uniform** 
ly coniudei^d and unequivocally maintained, a mar** 
riage with a sister in law to be incestuous. A few 
documents respecting the principal denominationSi 
will abundantly illustrate and confirm this assertion. 

The sentxmcfits of the Luth£kan Chitrch are 
accurately expressed by those celebrated divines^ 
who, in the name of their Church, replied to the in- 
quiry, made by Henry VIII. whether it was lawful 
for a man to marry his sister in law ? In their famous 
Letter, they prove the Law of Levit. xviii. to be of 
universal obligation, and adopt the most forciUe lan- 
guage in reprobating such marriages. They close by 
saying; /^It is mianifest and cannot be denied, that 
tlie law of Levit. xviii. prohibits a marriage with a 
sister m law*-*-this is to be considered as a divine, a 
natural, and a moral law, against wiuch no other law 
may be enacted, or established. Agreeably to thia» 
the whole Church has always retained this law, and 
' j\]<%ed )8Uc1h marriages to be incestuous. Agreeabfy^ 
to tins also, the decrees of Synods, the celebrated 
opinions of the most Holy Fathers, and even tlie civil 
laws, prohibit such n^rriage?;, and pronounce them 
to be incestuous. Wherefore we also judge; that this 
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hw is to be preserved in all the Churches^ as a di« 
vine, a natural, and amoral latr ; nor will we dispense 
vnihf or permit in our Churches, that such marriages 
shall be contracted ; and this doctrine we can, and 
as God shall enable us, we will resolutely defend," 

. In an Exposition of the Augsburgh confession of 
faith^ by a learned Danish divine, the opinion of the 
Lutheran Church respecting this article, is thus ex- 
pressed, ** whoever is inclined and resolved to enter 
into the matrimonial state, ought to begin in the fear 
of God ; and to look out for a person who is not near- 
ly related to him, either in blood or by marriage"^ 
see Levit. xviii. and xx. and here, let it be observed, 
that where a man is forbidden to marry any near of 
kin, there the female is understood to be equally pro- 
hibited, in the same degree of relation, although the 
woman be not mentioned. So Levit xviii. 14. thou 
shalt not approach thy father^ s brother* s wife^ in- 
eludes also the mother's brother's wife. So conse- 
quently, no woman may t^ike her sister^s husband^ 
for the relation of a brother's wife and of a sister's hus- 
band are exactly in the same degrees." P. & 
Nakscow. prod. mat. 
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A celebrated Lutheran Civilian says, " wherever 
a marriage is contracted within a degree prohibited 
by the divine law ; for instance, if a man should mar- 
ry the sister of his deceased wife, there such marriage 
is incestuous, and ought not to be deemed a legiti- 
mate union, but stigmatized as an impure mixture. 
It cannot be palliated by any dispensation, but ought 
to be rescinded ; and the contracting parties, not- 
withstanding they may plead ignorance, should be 
punished by the magistrate. Human laws may 
not contravene the divine authority, nor can an infe-: 
rior magistrate dispense with the precepts of the su- 
preme Lawgiver." /*. Balduin. Lib. iv. cap. 13* de 

c($a. cons. 

The Church of England, has always most strictly 
adhered to the table of prohibited marriages, agreeably 
to Lev. xviii. as published by authority and found in 
most of the English editions of the bible. Among 
other degrees forbidden in the male branch, is Art 
17. " A man may not marry his wife*s sistcr,^^ of his 
deceased wife," in the female, Art. 18. " a woman 
may not marry her sister^ s husband.^^ That every 
marriage within these prohibited degrees, will, by 
the Canon law of England, subject the parties to 
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severe penalties, and to immediate excothmunica^ 
tion from the Church, is Well known. ^ 

t V • * • •■ » ■ 1 

The Church of Scotlakd appears to' iiave been 
so <leeply impressed with a conviction (^ the rnior- 
mous evil of Incest, that she has introduced the 
subject even into her confession of faith, and fixed 
the principles of prohibited degrees, in language the 
most intelligible and decided. ^* Marriage ought 
not to be within the degrees of consanguinity or af- 
finity forbidden in the word ; nor can such incestu* 
Otis tnarriagies ever be made lawful by any law of 
mair, or consent of parties, so as those persons may 
live together as man and wife. The man may not 

# 

marry cwy of his wife*s kindred nearer in blood, 
than he may of his own ; nor the woman of her hus- 
band^s kindred ijearer in blood than of her own.^* 
See Pardovan's collections, Book 3. Tit. v. % S* 
See also the Constitution of the Presbyterian 
Church in the United States, Ccxifession of 
Faith, chap, xxiv* IF 4. 

The Church of Scotland adopted the standards 
established by the Westminster assembly of divines. 
WhaVthat asseniWy judged of Levit. xviii. 18. may 
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be asCeHdned from the remarks made upon that 
text, by those learned men who Were appointed by 
the committee for religion to make annotations upon 
the Bible, — «* Verse 18, To her sister. This is to 
be understood, not, of two sisters^ one after another 
to wife, the latter upon the death of the former, for 
the marriage of a brother's wife is forbidden before, 
verse 16, and by consequence a woman must not 
marry her sister^ s husband; and so two sisters are 
already forbidden to be married to one man, verse 
16. wherefore; this verse 18, is a prohibition of 
POLYGAMY, that is, of having more wives than 
one at once, and the reason sheweth it, that the one 
may not be a vexation to the other— -The word sister 
in a general acceptation may be applied to any wo- 
man, as the word brother to any man, Gen. xix. 7. 
And it is to be noted, that it is sometimes applied 
to things, which in propriety of speech, come not 
under such a title or denomination ; as the wings of 
the beas^, JEzek. i. 9. are said to touch a woman to 
her sister 9 as the Hebrew phraseth it, see JExod. 
xxvi. 3.'' 

The Churches in Am erica which have originated 
from those in Europe, and adopted their respectivo 

21 
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standards, must be supposed to adhere to thcmi and 
to entertdn the same sentiments upon this subject. 
Jt may therefore be asserted, without risking a con^ 
tradiction, that there is not a respectable Church, of 
any denomination, in the United States, that would 
hesitate one moment in pronouncing such cohabita- 
tion to be incestuous, ap4 excommunicating any 
member who married the sister of his deceased wife. 

The testimony of the Reformed Dt7TcK 
Chuech, has been reserved for the last, as it is 
judged expedient, for the information of the mem- 
bers of that Church, to introduce an extract from 
her Canons uppn the subject of Incest. 

The construction which the Reformed Dutch 
Church puts upon Levit. xviii. verse 16. is evident 
from the marginal notes, which the translators, who 
were appointed by the national Synod of Dortrecht 
held 1618 and 1619, have annexed to that text. 
"Uit deese wet volght nootsakelyk; dat cen© 
vrouwe met den eenen breeder getrouwt zynde, niel 
en magh, na syn doot, met den anderen broeder 
trouwen ; ende gelyk formerlyk, cen man met dc 
eene suster getrouwt zynde, en magh na haare doot 
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d'andere suster niet trouwen. From this law it ne^ 
cessarily follows ; that a woman who has been mar^ 
ried with 6ne brother, may not, after his deaths mar- 
ry with the other brother ; and upon the same princi- 
ple, a man who has been married to one sister, may 
not after her death, marry the other sister*" — So their 
note upon verse 18. ^^Diens volgens en kan ge- 
ensins daar uit besloten worden, dat de man na 
haren doot^ haar suster soude mogen trouwen. It 
consequently can by no means from this be conclud- 
ed, that the husband, after the death of his wife, 
may marry her sigten" 

A Document which expresses the sentiments of 
the Reformed Dutch Church upon the law respect* 
ing Incest in general, and the marriage with a sister in 
law in particular, is found in an interesting publica- 
tion, under the signature of the Professors of The. 
ology in Leyden, dated Kal. July,^ 1711. 

A liiui who resided in the western parts of Ger* 
many, on the confines of the Netherlands, had mar- 
rkd his sister in law. The chief magistrate of that 
district, from favour and persons^ attachment, ap- 
proved the marrii^ ; but the Churches there re* 
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monstrated i^nst it ; and by sl formal application, 
requested the sentiments and direction of the Church 
of Holland in the case. It was brought before the 
Synod of South Holland and determined to be inces- 
tuous. To render public the grounds of their de- . 
cision, and warn the members of their own Church 
agsunst a similar crime, the Synod requested the ce- 
lebrated professors Mark, Van Til, and Fabrz- 
cius to exhibit a correct view of the divine law 
against Incest, and the prohibition with respect to 
this particular case.-^It would gratify the reader to 
have the whole of this judicious publication trans- 
lated and inserted here. But the limits of this dis- 
sertation forbid it— a few paragraphs only can be in- 
troduced. 



" The divine Law is not only that which proceeds 
from the perfections of God, such as the command to 
love, fear, and serve him, and the injunction not to 
worship other gods, not to profane the divine name, 
8cc. but also, that which God, in his infinite wisdom 
and good pleasure, has positively enjoined upon all 
men, and in all places. In this two- fold view of the 
moral law a distinction is evident. For while God 
cannot, consistent with his own perfections, deler- 
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mine otherwise respecting the j^m^, nor make any 
exceptions, or in any case, dispense with obedience ; 
yet, as to the latter ^ he might have determined the 
contrary, and can at any time, dispense with obedi- 
ence, or make whatever exceptions his infinite wis- 
dom and good pleasure shall dictate. — In this latter 
class may be ranked, among many others, the laws 
•concerning marriage, which constitute an union be- 
tween one man and one woman ; and forbid its dis- 
solution excepting in caseof adultery or death. — Al- 
though these laws do not appear to be deduced from 
the essential perfections of God, yet, when revealed, 
they are justly considered to be moral, divine, and 
universal. — Men possess no more power to dispense 
with this latter kind of laws than with the former. 
For the will of God, from whatever source it pro- 
ceeds or however it may be promulgated, must con- 
scientiously be observed as the rule of conduct ; 
and human commands, opinions, or dispensations 
can never sanction its. violation. — The principle up- 
on which all the prohibitions in the law against Incest 
proceeds, is, that the relation of consanguinity and 
affinity, in the question respecting marriage, is the 
same— The universal opinion of both ancient and 
jqg^odem diyia<^^cords with our sentiment.". 
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^^ The objectien^ that perhaps pious persons have 
committed this crime, is of no weight ; for all the 
actions of the pious are not to be approved.-^To 
object, that there can be nothing in the transaction 
inconsistent with the holiness of God, or else the 
precept would never have been dispensed with^ as in 
£>eut. XX V. is groundless. This is not the question, 
nor is it denied by us. We know that God cannot 
command, or even permit any thing, in opposition to 
his holiness, or any of the other divine perfections ; 
nor will he do* any thing which is a denial of him- 
self. But surely when he has prescribed any duties, 

which do not necessarily proceed from his holiness, 

-.' . • • 

or any other essential perfection ; it can never be con- 
duded from any particular exception or dispensa- 
tiott, that the law, so dispensed with by God himself, 
is not of a moral nature, and of universal and perpet- 

V. 

ual obligation." 

« 

" Through the grace of God, we know not^ that 
either in Holland or throughout all the Reformed- 
Churches, any other instance of marrying a relative 
so near as a sister (and nearer there cannot be, untess 
it should take place between parents and chHdren) 
has happened. If any do exist, they must be imputed 
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to the wicked, imprudent and rash counsels of men^ 
with whom we will have no connection, and who 
will have to render an awful account to God. — The 
law prohibiting Incest in general, and particularly a 
marriage with a sister in law, is acknowledged to be 
divine throughout Christendom, especially in all the 
Reformed Churches, and certainly in Holland. A 
law which subsists, even if it had not been adopted 
and established by the statutes of the civil Govern- 
ment."* 



The Reformed Church is established by law 
in Holland, and is consequently the National Church* 
Her Canons are therefore recc^nised by the civil 
Government, and made the laws of thie State. The 
Canon which relates to marriages is comprised in 
the Statute entitled *^ De poUtijcque ordonnantie van 
Hollandt^ hegrypende het gantsche Eghtreglement^ 
solemniteytj Aanteeckenen^ proclamatierij verboden 
graden van maegschap en swagerschap, overspel^ 
^c. den. I Aprii, 1580/* What relates to the 



* This learned Dissertation of the Professors bas been republished and may 
be found in Prt^. Dt Moor^s Ccmmtnt, perpei. in Mwrkii ComptruK ThwUfgitfe 
Ckrisiianaef vol. vii* quarto. 
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verboden graden, or Incest^ is found in paragraphs 
IV. to XL and is here faithfully translated. 



IV. 



, Since, agreeably to the divine, the natural, and 
statute laws respecting holy wedlock, which is an 
ordinance of God, instituted for the honourable 
support and propagation of the human race, it v& for- 
bidden to contract marriages between those who are 
related within certain degrees in blood or affinity— 
Therefore the States have expressly specified the 
following prohibited degrees, that all may be well 
informed, and none may pretend to be ignorant. 
Ordering and forbidding upon this subject, that no 
persons, whatever may be their rank, condition, or 
denomination, who are related m blood or by affini- 
ty, within the degrees to be mentioned,' shall coha- 
bit, or marry together, under the penalty of not on- 
ly being declared infamous, but being subjected to 
corporal punishment and fine, as by the statutes 
against Incest is enacted. 
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V. 



No ascendants may marry with their descendants, 
that is, parents with their children, reckoning up- 
wards or downwards, in infinitum. 

VI. 

Brothers may not marry with their sisters^ wheth* 
€r of full or half blood. 



VIL 



Uncles may not marry with their nieces, that is, . 
with their brother's or their sister's children or grand 
children and descendants, nor may aunts be married 
to their nephews, that ia to their brother's or sister's 
sons, or grand children and descendants ; both in 
infinitum ; since uncles and aunts, with respect to 
their nephews, sustain the place of fathers and mo- 
thers. 

VIII. 

With respect to the degrees of affinity, or the 
relation produced by marriage : as the bond of mar- 
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riagc creates a communion, whereby husband and 
wife arc made one ; so it is equally interdicted and 
forbidden for a man to marry with any person relat- 
ed by blood or marriage to his deceased wife ; or for 
a woman with any person related by blood or mar- 
riage to her deceased husband, who is within the 
degrees above specified ; under the like penalty of 
being declared infamous, with corporal punishment 
and fine. For instance, no man may marry with his 
daughter in law, that is, the widow of his son, nor 
with the widow of his son's or daughter's son, and 
so on downwards, with no widow of any of his de- 
scendants. Also, no woman may be married to her 
son in law, that is, with the husband of her deceas- 
ed daughter, nor with, the, husband of the daughter of 
her son or daughter, and thus with no one who has 

been the husband of any of her descendants. , 

■i 
IX. 

No man m^y marry his step daughter, that is, the 
former daughter of his wife, tior with any of the de- 
scendants of his step children. So also no woman 
may be married to her step son, or the former soa 
of her deceased husband, nor with any of the de- 
scendants of her step sons. 
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X. 

No man may marry the remaining widow of his 
deceased brother ; nor any woman the husband of 
her deceased sister.* 

XL 

No man may marry the widow of his deceased 
nephew, whether it be the widow of the son of his 
brother or sister, nor the widow of any of his bro- 
ther's or sister's descendants. So also no woman 
may be married to the husband of her niece, that is, 
to the husband of her brother's or sister's daughter, 
nor to any man who has been the husband of her 
brother's or sister's children's children or descen- 
dants. See Kerkelyk Plakaat-Boek^ bekelzende 
de Plakaatetij Ordinantierif ende JResolutien over de 
Kerkelyke Zaaken. door JV. WUtens. Quarto, deeh 
1. page 804. Sccf 

* E^geen man mach trouwen de negelaten weduwe van sijnen ovci Icden bree- 
der ; noch cgeene vrouwe den man van haare overledene suster. 

f The writer of this Dissertation recollects, that while in Europe, he received 
informatioo by letters, of a member of the Choreh having married the sister of 
his deceased wife ; a case which was the first that was recollected to have happen- 
ed io America, and which excited great oneaaness. The informed communicated 
this to ao eminent minister, (Professor H.) and asked him, how the Church of 
Holland would proceed in such a case ? To which he replied : ** It is a case 
which cannot happen in Holland. It is forbidden by the Canons of the Church, 
and by the civil laws of the state. Any minister who knowingly solemnised such 
a marriage would be instantly deposed ; the incestuous connection would be de- 
clared mill and void ; and the parties severely punished.*' 



- », * * 
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SECTION XI. 



CONCLUSION. 

Let us hear the conclusion of the whole matter. 
What is the practical result ? The Lqrb God for* 

BIDS A MAN TO MARRY HIS SISTER IN LAW; 
WHETHER SHE BE THE WIDOW OF HIS DECEAS- 
ED BROTHER, OR THE SISTER OF HIS DECEASED 
WIFE. By the DIVINE LAW SHE IS HIS SISTER. 
She IS NEAR OF KIN TO HIM. It IS InGEST. 

Marriage is a divine Institution. The taw of God 
respecting that ordinance must therefore remaia 
the only standard, by which a judgn>ent can be 
formed concerning Ae panics who may kn»fuUy en* 
ter into that holy state, as weft) as of the duties in« 
cumbent for its protection after consummation. 

The Union produced by marriage constitutes t 
source of kindred and creates relatives, which, as it 
respects the parties in the connubial connection^ is 
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declared by the great Lawgiver, to be equally neai' 
with that in blood. Therefore, the relatives by 
affinity are to be estimated in the same degree with 
those of consanguinity ; and the nearness of kin 
must be measured by the same scale. 

Incest is a crime abhorred of God and detested by 
men ; a crime against which the Church is enjoined 
to be Vigilant, and is commanded to cast those who 
have committed it, oiit of her communion. The re- 
joRE she may not look upon ft with indifierence, 
nor delay to punish it with immediate censure. 



■ I 



The Moral Law of God, whe Aer it be founded in 
his perfections and in our nature, or proceed from a 
positive precept, is of universal and perpetual obli- 
gation ; — The law contained in Levit. xviii. 6-^17. 
XX. 11, 12. 14. 17. 19. 20, 21. is not ceremonial 
or restricted to the Theocracy,* bdt -liTa moral law. 
Therefore, it mubt of necessi^ hind Christians 
and all Mankind, equally with the Jews, and the 
precept which prohibited a marriage with a sister in 
law under the Old, forbids ' also a similar marriage 

4 

under the New^Testament. 



CONCLUSION. 175 

In Marriage the dearest comforts of the human 
femily are involved, and society is deeply interested 
in the preservation of its purity • Therefore, it 
is incumbent upon the Community to stigmatise with 
infamy every species of Incest, and particularly to 
denounce a marriage between brothers and sisters in 
law, as an evil practice of modem date, as inde- 
cent, and inimical to virtue. 

The Church cannot possibly avoid being offend- 
ed with such marriages. It is therefore inad- 
missible, for those who contract them, to plead ig- 
norance of offence ; nor can they have any cause for 
complaint, when they are made to feel the weight of 
that authority wherewith the Lord Jesus has invest- 
ed his church, and which she is bound, without 
partiality, to exercise. 

It is conceded that brothers and sisters in law are 
prohibited to intermarry by the law in Leviticus; and 
it has been proved that the Objections, against the ex- 
tent of that law, and its binding power upon Chris- 
tians are unfounded and ^ivolous. Therefore, 
those objections ought to be abandoned and never, 
from interest or prejudice, be agdn suggested. 



ira CONCLUSION. 

The greatest and best Men in every age of the 
Christian dispensation, who have been a blessing to 
the World, and an honour to the Church, have uni- 
fortnly determined the law of Leviticus, against Incest, 
to be moral and of universal obligation, and have de- 
cidedly declared the marriage with a sister in law to 
be incestuous ; and all the Churches of every deno- 
mination have concurred in this judgment : it will 
THEREFORE^ be advisablc for those who deny this 
doctrine, to suspect their own private (pinions, and 
read more and study the subject better, before they 
venture to oppose Men of erudition, piety and char* 
acter, with whom, to institute a comparison, would 
be odious and humiliating. 

The RejorHeb Church in Hollakd has es- 
tablished by her Canons, " that no man may marry 
his sister in law, and no woman may marry her bro-^ 
ther in km^'* and has never deviated from that rule* 
— The Reformed Dutch Church in Aiceri^ 
CA is the same with the Church of Holland, has 
adopted the same Canons, corresponds with that 
Church, and is esteemed and beloved by it, as a 
valuable portion of the same Church, and is bound 
by the most sacred obligations to transmit unim- 
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psdred to posterity the precious treasure with which 
she is intrusted. There can therefore be no 
cause of suspense, no motive for hesitation ; but on 
the contrary, every consideration, suggested by 
faithfulness to God and attachment to his Churchy 
renders it an imperious duty, to avoid even the ap- 
pearance of SCHISM,^ and strictly to abide by the 

ESTABLISHED CaI^ONS* 

It has pleased the Lord tp preserve this Church, 
during two centuries in America ;* and render her 
conspicuous and respectable for her faithful adher^ 
ence to the doctrines of the gospel and tlie purity of 
her morals. It is, therefore, fervently hoped, 
this distinguished Church will never relax in her 
holy discipline, nor tarnish her high and worthy 
character, by abandoning her standards, or rescind- 
ing her own Canons — above all, that she will not be 
the first ; the only one in this country, or even in 



* The Records of the llcformed Dutch Ci.urch, in the City of New- Vork, com- 
mence in Ihc year IC39, ar.J contain, in ?f refal folio voloine?, r.n nrcorati^ Ko 
gisterof all the eucccesIvp cfHccrs of the Church, ?Rd mtiLbcrs io full commu' 
iiion; and of all the nir\rn?;:r3 «nd hai-titinB, bchido the arts of ('.ic C'"'nf-!.-i«iry, 
to .the present day. The fo:iner parts are vrritteo in an elfjrai.t old ch<ii*acter, 
and arc probubly lUfi iiio>1 ar.cicnt Chi:rjh R{ roi\ls hi .\::<»rica. — A C';.', j. in ♦•::■ 
tant of a list of memhers, dated 1012", v.hich proves that tijcn a Diitch Church 
was alrcsdy organized in ?\cw-Voik'. 
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llpr world, who shall dare to contravene th^ |aHr<^ 

QqA^ ssi^ dispense witti a crime which hie forbids. 
« 

f^Thc Word of the Lordendufeth forcvep/^ Hig 
ppd^e Joye that word. They kiKm f* the Law of 
the hoed is perfect f the Testimonjr c^ the Lord i& 
|5i|re J the i^tatutes of the Lord are right ; the Coki- 
Ift^dment of the Lord is pure ;*' 5tnd the ChurcH 
lvoul4 consider it inconsistent ?ind perilous to delib- 
pn^te, lyhether what \& forbidden by her tfOrd in his 
word, shall remain a cule of discipline. Instead^ 
T^^RSFQas, pf examining ^f whether die Canon or 
phurch Order of the Reformed Dutch phurcb, de- 
claring OF adjudging a marriage by a man wkh the 
pist^f cff a deceased wife, ijnlawftil, a^ forbidden in 
the wor^ of Qod^ pught tp rmJi(i^ or to c^q^e ^^ 
^ fulg f)f discipline in the Churcl^e^ B^def th^ir 
pare and jurisdiction ?''— rlnstead of deigning even 
fa disciiss such a question ; it is most ^ari^estly re- 
pommended, in t}ip fear of God, ?^nd with a zeal for 
fihe purity of the Qhurqh, and the honour of Religion, 
that the Qeheeal Syjtoq will prqceed promptly, 
decidedly, an4 once fqr ^11, to resply^-TrT.TH4T th^ 
Reformed Di^ich Chuvch in 4m^vic^ xoill not^ in th^^ 
^or any other instance, admit a sug^estiqti to d^p^ft 
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Jrom her standards^ nor receive any application fo 
rescind her Canons j which are all /bunded upon the 
word q/'Goc?.— tTh a t th^ sister ofcL deceased wife \s^ 
. hy the divine law^ the sifter cfthe surviving husband. 
— That fherefofe^ ^ery mqrf who marries the siister^ 
Qfhi^ deceased wife^ is by the law of Qodj and by th^ 
Canons of the C^urch^ guiMy. of Incest y and shall^ 
if a rnerr\ber^ be cut off from the communiort and prii 
'■■' yiUge^ of the Church. 
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